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Acronyms and Abbreviations

average annual flow

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
American Concrete Institute

Architectural Design Criteria

average dry-weather flow

average daily traffic

American National Standards Institute
advanced primary treatment

aquatic resource

ambient source impact level

amnesic shellfish poisoning

American Society for Testing and Materials
average weekday traffic

advanced wastewater treatment

average wet-weather flow

best available control technology

Bay Area Sewage Toxics Emission model

Xylenes (benzene, ethyl benzene, toluene, and zylene)
below ground surface

best management practice

Burlington Northern-Santa Fe (railway)

biochemical oxygen demand

Bonneville Power Administration

Bothell Registry of Historic Landmarks

atmospheric particles (by nephelometer)
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Executive Advisory Committee
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Federal Highway Administration

Forest Practices Act

freeway service

Federal Transit Administration
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HMP
HMMP
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IDLH
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1

IPS
IRIS
ISO
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KCC
KCLL

Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearings Board

gallons per day
gallons per minute
hydrogen sulfide

Historic American Buildings Survey/Historic American Engineering

Record

hazardous air pollutant
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high density polyethylene

heavy industrial

Habitat Management Plan

Hazardous Materials Management Plan
high occupancy vehicle
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heating, ventilation, and cooling
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King County Code
King County Landmarks List
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Lso

LI

LID
LIOW
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MACT
MBR
Metro

mgd
mg/L
MLLW
MMPA
MOSS
MPA
MSA
MSL
MTBM
MTCA
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MVM
MW
MWh
MWPAAC
MWWF

kilovolt
kilowatt-hour

maximum hour continuous equivalent level

mean value of a noise level over a 1-hour monitoring period
light industrial

low-impact development

lacustrine limnetic open water

level of service

lacustrine littoral open water

maximum achievable control technology

membrane bioreactor

Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle or King County Department of
Metropolitan Services

millions gallons per day

milligrams per liter

mean lower low water

Marine Mammal Protection Act

Marine Outfall Siting Study

Marine Protected Area

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
mean sea level

microtunnel boring machine

Model Toxics Control Act

Metropolitan Transportation Plan

million vehicle miles

megawatt

megawatt hour

Metropolitan Water Pollution Abatement Advisory Committee
maximum wet weather flow
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NAAQS
NCP
NEPA
NESHAPS
NGVD
NHPA
NIOSH
NOAA

NOC
NOy
NPDES
NPPC
NRDA
NRHP
NTP
NTU

0s3
OAHP
OCD
OHW
OMP
OSHA

PAH
PBT
PCB
PEEP
PEM

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

National Contingency Plan

National Environmental Policy Act

National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
National Geodetic Vertical Datum

National Historic Preservation Act

National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (formerly
NMFS—National Marine Fisheries Service)

Notice of Construction permit

nitrous oxides

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Northwest Power Planning Council

Natural Resource Damage Assessment

National Register of Historic Places

north treatment plant

nephelometric turbidity unit

ozone

Office of Archeology and Historic Preservation (Washington State)
Washington State Department of Natural Resources

ordinary high water mark

RWSP Operational Master Plan

Occupational Health and Safety Act

polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon
persistent, bioacculmulative, and toxic
polychlorinated biphenyl

Pooled Emission Estimation Program
palustrine emergent wetland
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PFO

PHS

PM
POTW
POW
ppbV
ppm

PPV

PSA
PSAMP
PS Clean Air
PSD

PSE

psi

psig

PSP
PSRC
PSS
PSWQAT
PUD

QA/QC

RCE
RCRA
RCW
R4SB
RI
RI/FS
RMS
ROV

palustrine forest wetland

Priority Habitats and Species Program
particulate matter

publicly owned treatment works
palustrine open water wetland

parts per billion by volume

parts per million

peak particle velocity

portal siting area

Puget Sound Ambient Monitoring Program

Puget Sound Clean Air Agency

Prevention of Significant Deterioration permit

Puget Sound Energy

pounds per square inch

pounds per square inch gauge

paralytic shellfish poisoning

Puget Sound Regional Council
palustrine scrub shrub wetland

Puget Sound Water Quality Action Team
public utility district

quality assurance/quality control

residential customer equivalent

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Revised Code of Washington

riverine intermittent

remedial investigation

remedial investigation/feasibility study
root mean square

remotely operated vehicle
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ROW
RTA
R3SB
R2UB
R2SB
RWQC
RWSP

SARS
SCADA
SCC
SCCRI
SCHRI
SCS
SCT
SEPA
the Services
SGMP
SIP
SLS&E
SMA
SMP
SMS
SPCC
SPCCP
SPT
SPU
SQER
SR

SS

SSO

right-of-way

Regional Transit Authority

riverine upper perennial

riverine unconsolidated bottom

riverine lower perennial

King County Regional Water Quality Committee
Regional Wastewater Services Plan

severe acute respiratory syndrome

Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition System
Snohomish County Code

Snohomish County Cultural Resources Inventory
Snohomish County Historic Resources Inventory
Soil Conservation Service

Snohomish County Tomorrow

State Environmental Policy Act

NOAA Fisheries and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Seattle Area Geologic Mapping Project

State Implementation Plan

Seattle, Lake Shore and Eastern (railroad)

Shoreline Management Act

Shoreline Master Program

Sediment Management Standards (Washington State)
Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures
Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures Plan
Standard Penetration Test

Seattle Public Utilities

small quantity emission rate

state route

suspended solids

sanitary sewer overflow

Brightwater Final EIS xx



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Acronyms and Abbreviations

SWD
SWIFZ
SWPPP

TAC
TAP
TBM
TMDL
TMP
TPH
tpy
TSP
TSS

ug/m’
UFC
UBC
UGA
USDA
USDOT
USFS
USGS
UST
USWB
uv

vVOoC
VS

WA DNR
WAC

Seattle Water Department
South Whidbey Island Fault Zone
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

toxic air contaminant

toxic air pollutant

tunnel boring machine

total maximum daily loading
Traffic Management Plan

total petroleum hydrocarbon

tons per year

total suspended particulate matter
total suspended solids

micrograms per cubic meter
Uniform Fire Code

Uniform Building Code

Urban Growth Area

U.S. Department of Agriculture
U.S. Department of Transportation
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Geological Survey
underground storage tank

U.S. Weather Bureau
ultraviolet light

volatile organic compound
volatile solid

Washington State Department of Natural Resources

Washington Administrative Code
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WARM
WDFW
WHO
WHR
WISHA
WLA
WRIA
WSDOT
WTD
WWHM
WWTP

ZID

Washington Ranking Method

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife
World Health Organization

Washington Heritage Register

Washington Industrial Safety and Health Act
wasteload allocation

Water Resource Inventory Area

Washington State Department of Transportation
King County Wastewater Treatment Division
Western Washington Hydrological Model
wastewater treatment plant

zone of initial dilution
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Aagaard (1147)

I147-1

January 6,2003
T o: SEPA Official DEIS Brightwater Project ey
=CEIVED
From: Ann Aagaard i 2
16524 104th N.E. JAN 7 2003
Bothell, WA. 98011 ENVIRONMENTAL

PLANNING DIVISION
RE: Comments on DEIS Brightwater Project

These comments are directed towards the alternative Route 9 including unincorporated
Snohomish County, King County, and Bothell ete.

I have not seen extensive studies in the DEIS addressing impacts to groundwater , underground
streams and infiltration into ground water and surface streams in areas of extensive peat as those
that exist in the Bothell area— particularly in North Creek Valley and the Sammamish River
Valley basins.

Route 9 is projected to cross the North Creek Valley area—the valley between Woodinville and
Bothell . There is some discussion regarding tunneling in the vicinity of 195th.

In the North Creek Valley area and in the Sammamish River basin there are extensive areas of
very deep peat. According to the DEIS the tunnel is projected to vary between 20- 200" in depth.

In the North Creek Valley area there are peat bogs with extensive peat to depths of 90" and more
(FEIS Koll Business Park 1982}

In the 1980)s after North Creek was realigned, studies were conducted on water quality indicating
that sources of cold water were entering North Creek near 195th— possibly through underground
streams along the old stream beds. This input of cold water is extrernely important to Morth
Creek and its fisheries population particularly in the summer months.

What studies have been conducted in North Creek Valley regarding soils, groundwater,
underground streams, infiltration and water quality? Tunneling in this area could negatively
impact the groundwater flow and infiltration.

Similarly, the Army Corps of Engineers has recently done studies of infiltration and groundwater
impacts to the Sammamish River. Tunneling through Bothell could impact the Sammamish in
like manner. What studies have been conducted regarding soils, groundwater, infiltration, and
water quality and impacts from tunneling regarding the Sammamish, water quality, and fisheries
impacts.

Sincefty, Ann Aagaard

R

Response to Comment 1147-1

Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comment W5-9, regarding
additional investigations being conducted and the potential
impacts to North Creek and the Sammamish River from
constructing the proposed conveyance system.
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Adamson (I176)

[

I7e-1

I76-2

I78-3

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is neaded. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

[ 4S A ReSpenr oF E0MBA, [ OBJECT [0 kasks Loy

(ML OF0 TRIS GFY THA CAlECTaAL TR ey SYTEr) (e Dotk

Comments must include your name and addrezs and
3 £ must be postmarked no later than January &, 2003,
o = i T VE, THE EONRIC G e APl vYourname: WALTEIZ _ADAM 00
MRS R MEJoR 1B Bt Ao Address: 2 Do ?  §71
RES ignTons AREE, =P o[ s GRore
76 A ‘o PRAwAC! Phone number, 226 542 /626

Response to Comment 176-1

Please refer to the response to O’Morrison, Comments E13-1
and E13-4, for information on King County’s authority to site
projects in Snohomish County and the role of local
jurisdictions that have regulatory authority over Brightwater
regional facilities. Information on current growth projections
and how those projections determine wastewater flow and the
need for the Brightwater Treatment Plant can be found in the
response to the City of Seattle, Comment C10-1.

Response to Comment 176-2

Once a final decision is made on the location for the
Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. However, increases or decreases in
business revenues, tax revenues, and property values are not
environmental impacts as defined by SEPA (WAC 197-11)
and are not addressed in the EIS.

Response to Comment 176-3

Thank you for your comment.
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Albert (E1)

#w) Brightwater

KingCommty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastmvalcr Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment E1-1

Installing retaining walls that are appropriately designed for
the current seismic design standards can actually be safer
than doing nothing and leaving a natural slope. Slopes can be
made more stable with retaining walls, and this is a common
practice in Puget Sound for unstable slopes.

Response to Comment E1-2

At each step in the siting process, King County has gathered
additional information about the proposed sites, pipeline
routes, and marine outfall zones. In each subsequent step in
the process, a select number of alternatives were picked for
further consideration. The siting constraints used in site
selection are identified in the Phase 1 materials, and the
results of the analysis can be found in Appendix J of the
Phase 1 materials, Brightwater Treatment Plant Siting
Process-Phase 1 Engineering and Environmental Constraint
Analysis. Additional information regarding the policy siting
criteria adopted by the King County Council by Ordinances
14043 and 14107 as well as Phases 1 and 2 site selection
materials can be found at area libraries, at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm, or upon
request by contacting the Brightwater project at 206-684-
6799, toll-free 1-888-707-8571, or via e-mail at
brightwater@metrokc.gov.
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Altman (1202)
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COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the prBJetl l?mssnble . please referance page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 1202-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1202-2

Once a final decision is made on the location for the
Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. However, increases or decreases in
business revenues, tax revenues, and property values are not
environmental impacts as defined by SEPA (WAC 197-11)
and are not addressed in the EIS. Please refer to the Chapter
16 of the Final EIS for updated information on mitigation of
possible traffic impacts due to construction.
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Anderson (11)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Response to Comment 11-1

The majority of the conveyance piping would be installed by
tunneling. Relatively short sections of piping connecting the
existing system with the new tunnel may be installed with
open-cut construction under the following conditions:

o Open-cut construction minimizes impact to major
regional transportation corridors,
o The use of such construction does not permanently

impact the hydrological and ecological characteristics of high
quality streams and wetlands, and

o There is a cost and/or schedule benefit associated
with surface construction.

The conveyance system is gravity flow for the Route 9
System alternatives. The conveyance system is a combination
of gravity flow and pumping for the Unocal System
alternative.

Response to Comment 11-2

Due to the highly urbanized nature of wastewater service
area, the Brightwater Treatment System would serve a
majority of the properties that are not on individual on site
septic systems and are on public sewer systems. The ratio of
residences with on-site septic systems to those on the public
sewer system within the Brightwater Sewer system is 13,095
to 88,095; approximately 15 percent of the residences within
the Brightwater service area are currently using on septic
systems.

The sewered residential population is calculated using 2002
Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) population numbers
and corresponding TAZ (transportation analysis zone) level
geography (based on the 2000 US Census data), Snohomish
and King County assessors parcel data and detailed local
sewer line location information. The number of residents
using onsite septic systems in the Brightwater service area is
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Anderson (11)

estimated at 33,000. This was calculated by subtracting the sewered
residential population (222,000) from the total population in the service
area (255,000) leaving 33,000 as the calculated population using onsite
septic systems or about 15 percent.

The number of on site septic systems in the Brightwater Service area is
calculated by dividing 33,000 by the average population per household.
For the Brightwater Service area, this is 2.52 people per household and
is determined by dividing the number of residents by the number of
households from 2002 PSRC FAZ (forecast analysis zone) level data.
Using the above information on the Brightwater service area, there are
approximately 13,095 individual on-site septic systems for those 33,000
people and 88,095 households on public sewer. Please refer to Appendix
2-A, Population and Flow Analysis, of the Final EIS for the set of
assumptions used in determining sewered populations and for further
information concerning onsite septic system conversion within the entire
King County Service area.
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Anderson (123)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

= Useeny P Ao s9evdlosts, sl el o

Tt {h ot /-ﬁ,z %Lz,.w iz

‘Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your ZWM @’15;£q=-'1’—’?".'2-€71

Address: £a27 MO

-S:%EKA“" le a

& Cyan
Fhoneng[ghi'.'/‘ 7§/3

Response to Comment 123-1

Thank you for your comment.

Brightwater Final EIS 1543



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Anderson (123)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1544



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Apsitis (1294)

1284-1

— —

Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21¥, 2003,
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Address: LAKE FOREST PARK, WA 08155-4222

T8 206-3£4-55D9

City, Zip:

i Response to Comment 1294-1

I Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.
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Arger (12)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sactions of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name; _DERM 5§ ARGER
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Phone number: M_m

Response to Comment 12-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Ash (1295)

Name and Address: JAN 21 2003
15712 208 Ave NAW. PE:"V‘RONME NTAL
Shoreline, Wa NNING DIVISIoN
98177

Comment:

What Is the purpose of the proposed lid on the Unocal Treatment Facility? If tha purpose is to
provide pqr}ung for a fulure intermodal site it is an expensive way to provida parking and also a
poor location for parking. A better sile for parking and an intermodal site is the old Safeway store
(ouman!iy Anlique Store) near the Amtrak Station. If the purpose Is to make the Unocal Sile more
expensive to build and maintain than the Point Weils Site, the lid should fulfill the intant,

[285-1

Response to Comment 1295-1

Under the “Unocal Structural Lid” sub-alternative, the
Brightwater Treatment Plant facilities would occupy the
majority of the useable area of the site and a co-located
facility, such as the Edmonds Crossing project, would be
constructed on top of a lid above the treatment facilities. The
complete functionality of the Edmonds Crossing facility,
based on the Edmonds Crossing conceptual design titled
“Revised Point Edwards Alternative” is incorporated into the
conceptual lid design. The following components are
included:

e Ferry holding lanes (7 total)

o Ferry traffic exit lanes (2 total)

e Bus terminal

e Rail terminal (below lid)

e Short-term, long-term, and employee vehicle parking
(580 spaces total)

e Pedestrian access (elevator and escalator/stairs) to
transport passengers from the ferry or bus terminal on the lid
to the rail terminal below

e People-mover to transport pedestrians from the lid to the
ferry

e Stormwater from the lid treated in the treatment plant’s
stormwater ponds

e Four toll booths with an office above

e Bus stops and bus turn-around on Admiral Way.

For more information on the proposed structural lid for the
potential multimodal facility at the Unocal site, please refer
to Chapter 3 of the Final EIS.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Baird (130)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the pmje-l:t If possible please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 130-1

For more information on the project description and
comparison of alternatives, please refer to Chapter 3 and
Appendices 3-A, Project Description: Treatment Plant, and 3-
B, Project Description: Conveyance, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 130-2

Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comment W5-43.

Response to Comment 130-3

Please refer to the response to O’Morrison, Comment E13-1.
Residents and businesses are represented by their local
jurisdiction. King County Executive Ron Sims will consider
the comments of the public, federal, state, and local agencies
and the affected tribal governments and the Final EIS in
making his final decision. The local jurisdiction in which the
Brightwater Treatment Plant will be located has a very
important role in several decisions during the Brightwater
process. For example, essential components of decisions to
be made about Brightwater include permitting requirements;
ordinances that regulate noise, traffic and construction
conditions; and agreements on issues such as open space,
development possibilities, and community needs. For the
Unocal site, permits would be issued and agreements would
be reached with and monitored by the City of Edmonds. For
the Route 9 site, permits would be issued and agreements
would be reached with and monitored by Snohomish County.

Local residents play an important role in these agreements.
During the process to expand the South Plant in Renton and
to upgrade the West Point Plant in Seattle, residents provided
comments to their respective cities and to King County about
their concerns. These concerns were considered in forming
agreements between both cities and King County. King
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Baird (130)

County made agreements with the City of Seattle on the aboveground

footprint, the number of truck trips and times of day trucks could go in
and out of the plant, and maintenance of the public access area around
the facility. With the City of Renton, agreements were made on noise,

exterior lighting, traffic management plans, and acquisition of riparian
wetlands and uplands as a part of mitigation.

Since the Brightwater siting process began three years ago, the public
has been involved at every step in the process. Citizens have had the
opportunity to help nominate sites for consideration, help develop policy
criteria for evaluating the sites, and comment on candidate sites before
specific ones were selected for study in the EIS. King County
encourages residents to continue sharing their ideas and concerns with
their local representatives, as well as Brightwater staff and Executive
Sims. Snohomish County and local cities make land-use decisions that
determine when and where wastewater facilities are needed. Elected
officials from these jurisdictions represent you. Your state elected
officials make decisions on state regulations that govern the siting of
essential public facilities and standards for developing them.
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Baker (124)

124-1

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,

Your name: 2g Bﬁ

Address: 4114 Sa MIJ—E‘M =r

Smarne WA Taue

Phone number:_t,/ze"j ze4- osco

Response to Comment 124-1

Puget Sound provides for a better receiving basin than Lake
Washington because the strong tidal currents promote the
dilution of the effluent. For information on reclaimed water
and water reuse plans and policies please refer to the
response to the Sno-King Environmental Alliance/Gray,
Comment 016-13.
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Baker (184)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 184-1

¥ Thank you for your comment.
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Baldwin (K8)

Brightwater Hearing, December 11, 2002
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TESTIMONY OF ELAINE DIANE BALDWIN

202 239th Street Southwest, Bothell, 98021, T
really, really felt that instead of having one man make
that decision, Executive Sims -- I feel that instead of
having one man make that decision and people in the
neighborhoods that are affected by the impact of the
Brightwater, that this should have been put to public
vote. And that really disappoints me that there isn't
a public vote on this. Instead, that it should have
been handled that way.

I believe that I understand somewhat, but I'm not
really clear as far as why this is; why the treatment
plant is to go into Snohomish County property. But
it's still not totally clear. A little bit gray in the
area of it's a King County project with the works in
Snchomish County on Snohomish County property.

As far as the proposal is concerned -- and that's a
little bit hard to understand -- where the King County
Executive comes into play there instead of the
Snochomish County Executive.

And the whole works is kind of unclear. 2and I don't
think that I would be the only homeowner that would not
understand these things, or at least be able to want to
speak up and say, lock at, I don't understand this. It

seems kind of odd. Have it explained in a clear

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates, 206-682-9339

{98b3408-caeb-4f48-Befa-bba2b261203d

Response to Comment K8-1

For information on King County’s authority to site projects in
Snohomish County, please refer to the response to
O’Morrison, Comments E13-1 and E13-4.
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F 9

Brightwater Hearing, December 11, 2002
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Page 5
fashion to where you could understand it in layman's
terms.

And it still does -- even though I understand that
my particular property may not be directly affected
with the portals, according to what the proposed sites
are, not directly affected, I still have hesitation.
I'm still hesitant to fully want to believe that. And
especially with the effects of property going down in
value because of it.

Although, with the understanding after talking to
one of the real estate people here on the premises
tonight, that any disclosure -- if I should want to
sell my property, I would not need to disclose this
because my property is not affected by this according
to the law. But I think it still would turn a

potential buyer away. Anyway, that's my comment.

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates, 206-682-9339

f9eb3409-cenb-4f49-Be69-bb3Zb261203d

Response to Comment K8-2

|
| Thank you for your comment.
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I3-2

I3-3

13-4

.
o

Name and Address:
A. Balsalobre
2620 NW 196" 5t
Shoreline, WA
QB17T

Comment;

[ The Route 8 preferred alternalive concerns me as the outfall is near a site that is being

considered for development by Shoreline (polential marina as mitigation from a potential
commuter rail station that could be placed at this location). Placing the outfall at the Woodway

location will complicate solutions for better ultimate development of this site related to the railroad
= develapment {who wants a marina next to sewage outfali?).

[ Also, the cbvious problem with the Woodway outfall location is access for construction. There is

only one road in, and one road out, and it culs through a quiet neighberhood that has no
sidewalks and two lane roads. No malier what you say, miligating construction impact on a small
neighborhood will be impossible, Spraying the roads is a ridiculous offer when what will really

" oceur in this neighborhood is total destruction of the quality of life during the construction period.
[ Edmonds has posters and signs claiming that they don't want King County’s waste on thair

waterfront. However, placing outfall at the Unocal site seems to be a better alternative from the
construction aspect (belter access), and in spite of the comments that this site is closer 1o
houses, the outfall location (from the maps that have been sent out) is actually nearer to vacant

| land and commercial sites, where the Woodway outfall location is right smack in between two

residential locations.

[ Still, | realize that the Woodway outfall zone seems to be the preferred alternative in spite of our

objections, and must suggest the following projects as mitigation should this cutfall site be
chosen:

Sidewalks along Richmond Beach Drive,

No conslruction activity on weekends.

No construction aclivilty outside of the hours of SAM-5FM.

Build a crogsover for beach access near the metro pumping station,

Develop the metro pumping station area as a publicly accessible park.

Develop the ocutfall zone as a publicly accessible park.

Provide streetside landscaping ta routes that are adjacent to routes used by construction
vehicles.

Replace all frees removed in the construction process.

e G ) e

Response to Comment 13-1

In the nearshore area, the outfall would be buried and would
not be visible. The diffuser would be located approximately
5,000 feet from the shoreline and would not deter future
development of the area.

Response to Comment 13-2

Please refer to the response to the City of Kenmore,
Comment C3-16. These measures would reduce impacts
during construction to the Town of Woodway
neighborhoods. Construction activity would be limited to the
portal siting area located in the Chevron Richmond Beach
Asphalt Terminal, but project traffic would not be expected
to travel through the Town of Woodway neighborhoods.

Response to Comment 13-3

The proposed outfall for the Route 9 System would originate
on Chevron property and would not need to be placed
between residential structures. Both of the proposed outfall
zones provide excellent characteristics, but King County
prefers the Point Wells location because the shorter nearshore
segment and limited eelgrass habitat would minimize
potential impacts to the nearshore.

Response to Comment 13-4

Please refer to the response to the City of Shoreline,
Comment C6-5, for information regarding mitigation plans,
policies and suggestions.
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l — L _ H
COMMENT CARD: B in B
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of Impacts isneeded. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference i:_iig- numbgh or sections of the Draft E's.:’.. Response to Comment 129-1

For information on the odor prevention program and the
monitoring that will be performed on the odor control
system, please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Transportation, Comment W2-5. Additional
information about the wastewater treatment process and the
odor control technology selected is provided in Appendix 5-
A, Odor and Air Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.
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E2-2

@ Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003,
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foc__Fhe ![Jr d’ﬂf"‘_}c-’z;/ sk and
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Name: (R Fhorens BACESE,

iies: (76 707 P S2)

City, Zip: f;f/?n’)?/)é %, /4%1 ?J%f?é

Response to Comment E2-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Edmonds,
Comment C9-13.

Response to Comment E2-2

Please refer to the response to the City of Edmonds,
Comment C9-29.
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I*?l-l

[71-2

TESTIMONY OF KATHERINE BRTTS

Katherine Batts, 21815 Highway 9, Woodinville.

I live at the horse farm that's just to the north of
the proposed site. I've been to most of the meetings as
well as the executive advisory council. I have scome
questions about some of the things that are covered in
the EIS,

Cne of the things that seems to have been left out
in the traffic advisory information is that, as I'm
driving down Highway 9 every single day, several times a
day, I think you'wve left out the gawk factor in your
calculations. Because, if there's a huge, l-mile-long
site that's being worked on, I think everybody's going to
be slowing down to see just exactly what kind of progress
you're making and what's going on. That was not
addressed by the people that did the analysis.

The other thing that I haven't heard talked about
very much is the fact that when Campbell Soup or the soup
factory was built, that they had to repour their
foundation three times because they kept sinking into
water. The water table at that site is right at the
surface. They had to go down 18 feet, is what I heard,
with gravel to try and get the site that would hold the
foundation.

And if that's the case, if the water level, the

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1271-1

| Assuming the “gawk factor” relates to a reduction in speed

caused by driver inattention, this phenomenon is a driver
behavior not included in the methodology provided in the
Transportation Research Board’s Highway Capacity Manual,
2000 Edition. The methodology for analyzing intersection
operations does include time lost from the initiation of the
green light to acceleration of the vehicle to travel speed.
Please refer to Chapter 16 of the Final EIS for more detail.

Response to Comment 1271-2

Please refer to the responses to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comments W5-15 and W5-43.
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1

1

[71-2

271-5

water table, at that site is, at least in spots, right at
the surface and if there were a spill, it seems like
there would a direct communication between the
contaminant and the aquifer, the sole-source aguifer that
13,000 people rely on.

Even though I understand there's supposed to be some
direction of flow theoretically, I worry about
communication between the contamination and the aquifer
because it seems to me that it would be a terrible
tragedy if that aquifer got contaminated. It's just a
treasure.

And I also have the concern that there hasn't been
any way that I could understand why such a large parcel
of property was required. I understand that it takes
about 26 acres to build the site and then the rest would
be buffer and mitigation and all that. But I just have
this niggling concern that something else is going to get
stuck on that property, some other yucky King County
thing that nobody wants in King County.

And I would feel a little tiny bit better if
somebody could assure me that there's not going to be a
waste disposal plant or a jall or some other icky thing
like that out there. Because we are unprotected. We
We're on our own. I

have no governmental assistance.

would really love if somebody could at some point address

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1271-3

The minimum land area that is required to site a wastewater
treatment plant is 25 acres. After consideration of policy
criteria and preliminary engineering data, Executive Sims
identified Route 9 as the Preferred Alternative in the Draft
EIS, recognizing the larger and more regular size of the
Route 9 site offers many benefits. However, both sites are
feasible alternatives for locating the Brightwater Treatment
Plant. Larger sites offer advantages such as: greater
separation between the plant and adjoining land uses, more
extensive buffer areas, and additional room for construction-
related activities. There are no plans to develop anything
other than the wastewater treatment plant, directly related
support facilities, and community-supported mitigation
projects on the selected site. Please refer to Chapter 2 of the
Final EIS for information on the siting process and Chapter 3
for updated information on the proposed treatment plant sites
and conveyance route alternatives.
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12713 l that.

Thank you.
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Van Pelt, Corbett & Bssociates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339
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11/28/02 MON 14:22 FAX 20620960104 EC EXEC OFFICE

Peter Beers
23227 81% Ave, S.E.
Woodinville, WA 88072

/E)an e DEC 17 200;

Response to Comment 1191-1

Wastewater treatment service is only provided within
designated Urban Growth Areas (UGAS) with few
exceptions. These areas are designated as part of the state
Growth Management Act (GMA) and local comprehensive
plans. The Route 9 treatment plant site is in the UGA as are
the customers who would be served.
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Population and employment forecasts in north King County
and south Snohomish County and how those forecasts are
used to calculate wastewater flows are discussed Chapter 2
and Appendix 2-A, Population and Flow Analysis, of the
Final EIS.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

¥ .1.1;’{5.‘&2 MON 14:23 FAX 2082060194 EC EIEC OFFICE

Whoever smelt it, dealt jt--
Not according to Ron Sims

1131-2

This Proposed se: -
wage plant
cenfral to the contributorg Dro(genlfuj;w ater), should be located somewhere

Ron Sims i
and Brightwater need to 80 back to their drawing boards

Peter Beers

23227 81" Ave. SE
Woodinville
425-402-6529

[ Response to Comment 1191-2
| Please refer to the response to Comment 1191-1 in this letter.
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Bender (1351)

I351-1

1351-2

Brightwater

Kiuﬂmqr TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond te comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003,

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003,
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Name:
James. Bander
Address:' 18620 415t PI NE
g Lk Forest Pk W 98155-2828
City, Zip:

Response to Comment 1351-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1351-2

The Final EIS contains more detailed information on geology
and groundwater based on extensive study and analysis that
has occurred since the Draft EIS was issued.
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Bender (1352)

LA

Richard & Charlene Bender
19018 40" Place NE
Lake Forest Park, VWA 28155

The Brighwater Project as outlined seriously jeopardizes the quality of our sole water
supply. Building effluent lines within the well-head protection area raises huge cencerns.
To build these lines without thorough evaluation of the location courts disaster. We have
— always felt fortunate to enjoy excellent water.

Please SLOW DOWN and take time to study the ramifications of the effluent line
location as well as the portal for this area Both of these projects are of great significance
to families in our community, Time spent studying their effects could avoid irreparable
negative consequences on our vulnerable ecosystem.

Sincerely,

70— Y

Richard and Charlene Bender

Response to Comment 1352-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8, and the response to Bender, Comment 1351-

2.
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Berg (14)

Name and Address:
Barbara Berg
714 Wandaring Creek Dr.
Bothall, WA
28021

Comment:

| live in the part of South Snohomish which is adjacani Lo the Bothell city limit line. After studying
4-1 the plans for the Richmond B. zile, ihe Edmonds sile, and the Woodinville site | have o say that |
think the Woodinville sile has the least impact on residential neighborhoods, and sincerely hope

that plans ara passad quickly to get this Brightwater project underway.

Response to Comment 14-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Berglund (164)

Ig4-1

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
i ;. <3 by

el (i

St Su 204 [

7 ,. P i

Comments must include your name and address and

must be postmarked no later than Janpary &, 2003.
‘Your name: Qﬁ! (g [%%M/ﬁ j

Address: Mw ("-";c'-‘ L

Edubrilo p)f 49026

Phene number: g2s - ??(; RPN

Response to Comment 164-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Binder (131)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name; _

Address; —_§

Phone number: 20~ S e e Y Q?U{;f

Response to Comment 131-1

Portions of both Route 9 effluent tunnel alternatives (195th
Street and 228th Street) and the Unocal alternative would be
along a corridor that follows the 205th/244th Street right-of-
way. The top of the tunnels would be at least two tunnel
diameters below the ground surface. For a 14-foot tunnel, this
depth would be 28 feet between the crown (top) of the tunnel
and the surface. Standard tunneling industry practices
indicate that a two-tunnel diameter separation is the most
effective distance to minimize the risk of surface impacts.
The maximum depth for all the alternatives and locations
would be approximately 450 feet below the ground surface.

Using the Route 9-195th Street alternative (the alternative
with the longest section along the 205/244th Street right-of-
way) as an example, construction at an overall average rate of
250 feet/week would take approximately 80 weeks starting
from the intersection of SR-104 and 1-5 to Puget Sound.
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Brighwater Hearing, December 3, 2002

312-1

TESTIMONY OF BECKY BIRCH

Becky Birch, 19627 109th Place Northeast, Bothell,
Washington. The comment I wanted to make is that I
think it is important that the county take neighbors
into consideration when they move ahead with any
projects.

There's currently a county project going on in
the North Creek Business Park which creates a lot of
noise pollution from five o'clock on; and we were
never, ever notified that this was happening. And it's
very distressing that the neighboring communities were
not even informed about what this was.

So as we look at Brightwater, I would really
encourage them to take the neighbors into
consideration, not just the business park people. They
start the construction at 5:00 p.m., which is great far
the business park but not great for family
Tife. And so they need to at Teast Tet us know what's
going on. We had no clue what was happening.

So I just want to make sure that they clue us in and
keep us posted on developments, especially since the
preferred solution would be building a pump facility
not too far from where the current construction is.

Thank you.

Yan Pelt, Corbett & Associates, 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1312-1

King County will work with local jurisdictions and
neighboring residents to keep people informed of
construction of the Brightwater System. To do this, the
County will use a variety of strategies that may include
community meetings, a construction hotline, Web page
updates, e-mail updates, and newsletters.

Similar strategies were used as part of the North Creek
Storage Project’s community relations program. King County
mailed a brochure to approximately 3,000 residences and
businesses in the vicinity of the project, developed a Web
page, and set up a 24-hour hotline. For more information on
this project, check the Web page
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/ncstorage/index.htm or call the
hotline at (425) 239-8010.
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36
BRIGHTWATER HERRING, 12/3/02
5 TR e B 1 Response to Comment 1272-1
. 2 My name's Becky Bishop. I live at 8902 222nd Street | Thank you for your comment.
3 Southeast, Woodinville. I live in the unincoporated area Response to Comment 1272-2
4 of Woodinville in Snchomish county. So I'm deeply The Draft EIS identified a number of potential impacts
5 affacted by this: and T thinkwsiall aze. ass_omated with the construction of Brlght\_/vater_. That analysis
, _ _ of impacts has been supplemented and refined in the
g 1 Jepteogne eatimiant KL ReCRInORoRoht, R it intervening months and an updated analysis of impacts and
7 haven't been able to read all the data. But I will tell reasonable mitigation measures is set forth in the Final EIS.
. i . o . . he
8 you'my experience this weekend with the StockPot Soup Inclu_ded_ln the Final EIS is an additional dlscussm_n_ ofF
possible impacts of the proposal and reasonable mitigation
d erell nystery. “We Nad. 1t smelled 1ike &'gascous, wedd measures regarding air quality (including odor) in Chapter 5
10 odor. And so I had the fire department come cut twice, of the Final EIS. The economic value of property is
. i . . ) e
i T T — speculative and is not an environmental impact; therefore, it
is not discussed in the Final EIS.
12 NowW.
ah 13 [ They suggested that I have my gas company come out
14 and do a pressure check. I paid $70.00 to find out that
15 my pressure was fine. It's just a stinky soup plant
16 that's causing the gas-like smell to settle in my
17 beautiful 5.4 acre valley there.
[272-1
18 We moved here 10 years ago, and I've raised my
19 children here. 2And I continue to raise my children here.
20 I know there's a lot of political things. But we have to :
21 ask ourselves, if we allow this, who wants to raise kids I
22 | in a community that smells like caca during certain parts
23 |ygay [ of the year. What does that do to our properties?
24 A lot of us, because of the stock market and lay
i
25 offs, we rely on our property values increasing. And you
Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339
L 4
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72-2

T2-3

would have to disclose that there's an odor on your
property during certain times of the year. If they try
to say that, Well, it only happens during certain weather
conditions, it may happen, you would have to disclose
that to anybody that bought your property.

I think somebody said previously, if you have to
disclose that, if you don't want to raise your children
here, if you don't want to have your business here -- T
also have a business here that means a lot to me -- who's
going to shop here? Who's going to want to do anything
here? I think what everybody really has to consider is
the long-term effects of allowing something like this in
our community.

Thank you.

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1272-3

|
| King County’s goal is to construct a regional facility that

enhances quality of life, not just in the region, but in the local
area where the facility is sited. King County will work
directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies
on mitigation strategies and solutions to Brightwater
construction and operational impacts.

| imsseeriarsriswsisresrrsariy
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BRIGHTWETER HEARING, 12/3/02
TESTIMONY OF CHRARLES BLAINE
My name is Charles Blaine, B-L-A-I-N-E. I live at

23012 elst Avenue Southeast, Woodinville. BAs the crow
flies, T live a half mile due west of the site. B&And
it's, near as I can tell, 500 feet north of the
conveyance tunnel.

I'm still working my way through all of the EIS. 3o
I'm not going to be able to comment on all of it. I do
want to make two points tonight, though, just to let you
know where, at least so far as I'm thinking.

First is that the events of the last couple of
weeks, temperature with air inversions, has convinced me
that we need a lot more work done on the air-quality
portion of this EIS. The portion of the statement that
discusses how the airshed in the Woodinville area
actually works are lacking and need a lot more detail and
a lot more study so that you can understand how this
thing will impact, not just the plant, but the neighbors
as well.

And we're getting plenty of evidence of that problem
from StockPot, who are now in the process of paying lots

of fines. I assume you guys should start getting ready

"to write checks for that one as well.

The other thing I want to discuss —- and this is

more gut than anything else -- is I really do think that

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Awvenue Extension Scuth * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1273-1

For information on the meteorological data used in the odor
and air quality analysis, please refer to the response to the
City of Woodinville, Comment C5-36. Additional
information is provided in Appendix 5-A, Odor and Air
Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 1273-2

Current information about population forecasts and
wastewater flow projections can be found in Chapter 2 and
Appendix 2-A, Population and Flow Analysis, of the Final
EIS. A detailed response concerning current growth forecasts
and how those forecasts determine wastewater flow
projections and the need for the Brightwater Treatment Plant
can be found in the response to the City of Seattle, Comment
C10-1.
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the assumptions built to justify the plant in terms of
population growth, et cetera, are basically pre-1998,
pre-1999. Those assumptions, I think, assume Boeing
adding a work force total corporatewide of semething on
the order of 120,000 people, Microsoft maybe 25,000
people and related industries growing at a rapid clip of
5 and 10 percent per year.

I think what is not gquite understoed in the Seattle
area is that the probably single largest victim of 911
outside of New York City is going to be the Seattle area.
I don't see Boeing coming back anywhere near 120,000
workers within the next 10 to 15 years.

If that is, in fact, the case, then your assumptions
need to be restudied from top to bottom because the
growth assumptions that you've used to justify the time
line are no longer wvalid. That gives you more time to
study both the impact of the plant on either on the good
people of Edmonds, whom I hope will get this so I collect
my latte from Christy Light or in Woodinville. We can
study both the efficacy of the engineering and the
environmental impact plus deal with, which is not dealt
with very well in the EIS, additional alternatives other
than Edmonds, Route 9, and doing nothing. Without that,
I think those assumptions really need to be studied far

more than now in this statement and certainly in the last

12732

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339
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1275-2

12733

= QIE.

My predecessor talked about the economic impact on
the neighborhood and also I think the fine points. And
while the EIS law does not specifically say you have to
include this, you have to include the economic impact.
It is immoral, if nothing else, to suggest that this
Route 9 plant would not have an econcmic impact on

virtually everybody who lives around it. That also needs

= to be part of it.

That's all I'm going to say tonight, but you will

get a substantially larger filing from me.

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1273-3

Increases or decreases in business revenues, tax revenues,
and property values are not considered environmental
impacts, and are not addressed in the EIS. SEPA does not
require the evaluation of economic impacts resulting from a
proposed action. SEPA contemplates that the general welfare,
social, economic and other requirements and essential
considerations of state policy will be taken into account in
weighing and balancing alternatives by decision-makers and
in their making of final decisions.
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Block (1178)

[173-1

[173-2

[178-3

; RECE!I
) Brightwater gl
KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM ‘ Ul

Draft Environmental Impact Statement COfriftefit Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmerital
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS, Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
mare effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1178-1

At each step in the siting process, King County has
gathered additional information about the proposed sites,
pipeline routes, and marine outfall zones. In each
subsequent step in the process, the application of policy
criteria and consideration of environmental factors led to
the selection of alternatives for further consideration. The
siting constraints used in site selection are identified in the
Phase 1 materials and the results of the analysis can be
found in Appendix J of the Phase 1 materials, Brightwater
Treatment Plant Siting Process-Phase 1 Engineering and
Environmental Constraint Analysis. Additional information
regarding the policy siting criteria adopted by the King
County Council by Ordinances 14043 and 14107 as well as
Phases 1 and 2 siting materials can be found at area
libraries, at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm, or upon
request by contacting the Brightwater project at 206-684-
6799, toll-free 1-888-707-8571, or via e-mail at
brightwater@metrokc.gov.

Please refer to, Chapter 5, of the Final EIS for updated
information on atmospheric modeling and odor prevention
and Chapter 6 for updated information on possible impacts
and mitigation to drinking water sources and salmon
habitat.

Response to Comment 1178-2

The purpose and need for a new treatment plant are
discussed in Chapter 1 and the site selection process is
described in Chapter 2, both in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 1178-3

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Blumenthal (1353)

I353-1

1353-2

W Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMEMNT 5YSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than lnnuary 21", 2003.
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Name: foberl ¢ Jareh Blumendlha]

Address: 473¢Y NE !?«fﬁ J¢

Lakte Fovest Parke W4

City, Zip: Z9I55”

Response to Comment 1353-1

SEPA requires that the lead agency provide a 30-day
comment period for review of a Draft EIS, with an extension
to 45 days upon request. King County provided an initial 75-
day comment period and granted extensions ranging from a
few days to two weeks (and, in one case, four weeks) to 23
agencies, organizations, and individuals that requested an
extension. King County received more than 500 responses to
the Draft EIS from agencies, organizations, and individuals.

Notice of the Draft EIS was provided in several ways:

e A 12-page summary of the Draft EIS was delivered to
more than 60,000 people in the Brightwater project area.

e Display advertisements appeared in The Bothell/Kenmore
Reporter on November 21, The Eastside Journal on
November 24, The Woodinville Weekly on November 25, The
Edmonds Beacon and The Mukilteo Beacon on November 26,
The Seattle Times and The Everett Herald on November 27,
and The Enterprise newspapers (Edmonds, Shoreline, Lake
Forest Park, Lynnwood, and Mill Creek) on November 29.

e A notice was posted on the King County Web site on
November 5.

e Legal notices appeared in The Seattle Times and The
Eastside Journal on November 6 and 13, The Enterprise on
November 7 and 14, and The Everett Herald on November 6,
7 and 13.

In addition, more than 40 stories on the Brightwater proposal
and the publication of the Draft EIS appeared in local
newspapers from October 2002 through January 2003,
including The Seattle Times, The Seattle Post-Intelligencer,
The Everett Herald, The Enterprise, The Woodinville Weekly,
The Northlake News, and The Kenmore Newsletter.

More information about impacts on the Lake Forest Park
wellhead protection area is provided in the Final EIS. Please
refer to Chapters 4 and 6, and to Appendix 6-B, Geology and
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Groundwater, of the Final EIS.
Response to Comment 1353-2

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park, Comment
C4-8.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Boatsman (1296)

[286-1

@ Brightwater
KngCounty TREATMENT S5YSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003,
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Name: | nupe ¢ Padnck Boctsman

Address: f ?'—H! LE'U th F)J ME

city, zip: Lake Fortst Prale a49155

Response to Comment 1296-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8. This response notes that the portal originally
planned near the Town Center has been eliminated as a
primary portal.

Brightwater Final EIS 1593



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Boatsman (1296)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1594



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Boehm (1297)

@) Brightwater
g County TREATMENT SYSTEM | Response to Comment 1297-1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form | Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional Comment C4-8.
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to Response to Comment 1297-2
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to . 3 . .
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond Please be assured that King County will take the time to build
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final a safe. reliable project Since 2000. the Brightwater proj ect
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003, ' ) ' . .
team has used a number of methods to inform and involve
To be considered in the Final ElS, comments must include a name and address members of the publlc throughout the project Sltlng area
st : .
and be postnarked no later thati Jonuacy 215, 2003, /3715 Please refer to the response to The Washington Tea Party,
£ éama, ,f"’f‘d/w,ggﬁf_, p,z,;%,# W Comment O14-31, for a list of public involvement activities
:‘-’-ﬂ"l—’ XS s /;J.» of /;iM ﬁmeq{MMx that have been completed to date.
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Name:

Address:

City, Zip:
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Boeve (1249)

L

RECELIVED

JAN 14 2003

ENVIRONMENTAL
PLANNING DIVISION

King County Executive Ror Sims:
S = R AL ¢ _ . o d
My name is T 2 SNY S0EVE  1am contacting you because my home is inone of
the propesed 70 acre portal siting arcas. My house and my neighbors’ homes are pussible sites ior.a t
two to four acre construction portal, or we may find curselves next to a five year construction projec

which vrould tesribly impact ur lives as well as our house values.

I feel that the City of Shorcline-and especially our neighborhood hes b_een unfairky dn:.-sen based
on political reasons rather than enginecring zescns. Thu fact that an E_nvn::onm_mmi Imp:;r;l];
Statement public hearing has not been sched:iled in the City of Shoreline is an example of the
distegard for saving people’s homes and neizkborhoods.

Being 2 resident whose home is ina propased portal acea, [ feel thiat 2 better route conld be found

which would not 3ffect homes ot neighborhrods and still enable King Courty v proceed _witfh tln?i:
project. Please cottact me assoon a pessible to let me know what you plan 10 do about this situation.

Sincerely,

Poa WAL "f)_g_v_u.-f_,,

H13 ALG dent LA

SR L

UKL 3 2007

Response to Comment 1249-1

Please refer to the response to Rush, Comment 1192-1.

Response to Comment 1249-2

The Executive’s decision is based on a number of factors,
including the Final EIS, as well as additional technical,
community, and cost considerations. For information on the
siting process please refer to the response to Albert,
Comment E1-2.

Response to Comment 1249-3

The four hearings on the Brightwater Draft EIS were spread
geographically throughout the project area so residents from
any affected city could attend them. Residents of Shoreline
were invited to attend any hearing, including the hearing held
in the neighboring City of Edmonds.

Response to Comment 1249-4

King County will work with potentially affected jurisdictions
and homeowners to identify portal sites with as little impact
as possible to homes and neighborhoods. King County will
continue to provide information to local communities as the
process proceeds.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Bolin (125)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

Response to Comment 125-1

T .+l1-;,,;( siank Gotelw  Hioe Bbwed b dad ok e L§17 We try to limit our activities to those that we think are
by mat mealies %y deseliors P eewss pent G necessary. We have provided people with multiple
opportunities to learn about the Brightwater project in the
L 5 2 ; L manner that best meets their individual needs. We mailed a

1251 ) summary of the Draft EIS rather than just a postcard to help
e : - ‘ e people understand the size and complexity of the project and
r“‘l"‘: S Guld review 4biy  StAk or” cuk Yol to give them an opportunity to easily comment (via the mail-
Pt it Fu the Plecse Az leasz back card) in the event that they didn’t have access to the
Fre Fo reduce savernmey Internet.
aiadiste L1 | 4 4 SOE b A e i ke By Y,
' : r]i H Your name; Dﬁw.:l ﬁ Qa“n :-f-r,

f‘\ [
i’% A O gﬁvzq. ?L Address: P 0. Box frl¥7
7

an-c.-; 21 L Kavwnpors Luf  Jymzk
Phone number: “f‘l F=4 - 78{‘7
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Bonthuis (1108)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possuble please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: z*‘i %dﬂ%ﬂ,i S
V 4{'(“‘ %‘ AO{E"’I{— r Address:_w;}i’:”f Dr :tT—BOI'
"H-i, O .vrp etaltermug mﬂd h - (/‘?f qgtﬂ

f‘*’-l"’\ Ldzﬂ 'f{‘(t&_ Wu hw{’_mfﬂwﬁ-’nﬂ-&’l Phgne number: /‘X‘?S') ,5"?; 03‘}?
Bt & oV eoshs a fof moc o entiyy

[102-1

[102-2

1103-3
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Response to Comment 1108-1

Thank you for your comment.
Response to Comment 1108-2

As noted in Chapter 8 of the Final EIS, the Unocal force
main-gravity tunnel would consume 5,000 to 14,000 MWh of
energy annually at a new large offsite pump station at Portal
11. While the Unocal gravity tunnel would not consume any
energy along the conveyance system, subsequent engineering
work after the publication of the Draft EIS determined the
Unocal gravity tunnel would be difficult and risky to
construct due to the depths of the portals.

Response to Comment 1108-3

Both the Route 9 and Unocal Treatment Plants would provide
the same level of wastewater treatment and would provide
equal protection of the environment and human health. The
energy consumption for the Route 9 treatment plant and the
Unocal treatment plant is approximately the same (40.6 M
kWh to 61.5 M kWh per year for 36 mgd).

Ultraviolet (UV) light for disinfection is more costly than
sodium hypochlorite disinfection. The analysis is included in
Appendix 3-K, Treatment Plant Disinfection Alternatives, of
the Final EIS. However, UV disinfection would be used for
reclaimed water at both sites.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Borkart (1129)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

1261 Unseal aaf‘f{ow sile J‘”',P“'(’L [s Foo é”ﬁ}-fuf
L o environmeal - :;'—I;.-!ne_ff,,‘J " s/ sfz.e_, TL‘f‘rq.-"IJQ/(C.

.['/:Qg.f:, }""'ﬁa WOJFJ 4'(5'9 étl hzjz:f”VEfJ Jhﬁg&_

11257 g ”
_ikafuo{/huﬁ k\-}nkt"‘.s ciadd S(.:l'oc, qf/v@rs,

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: fﬂé‘}o ,\SJ(‘ .‘]Qe ok

Address: &;f,’ f’}ﬂffc. 5’71

Elnonds WA 97220

Phone number:

Response to Comment 1129-1

A majority of the scientific investigations were focused on
evaluating the potential impacts of the proposed outfall on the
biological resources of Puget Sound and the people who
frequent the shorelines. Eliminating or significantly reducing
the possibility that people may become sick or aquatic life
harmed as a result of the new outfall has been the primary
consideration of the outfall siting study. As a result, the Final
EIS contains an analysis of these investigations. What will be
discharged from the outfall (effluent characterization reports),
the dilution and transport of the effluent within the Sound
(oceanographic modeling and plume modeling), and the
potential pathways for contact with the discharge (biological
investigations and human use survey) has been identified. All
of these studies increase the confidence in the determination
that the outfall and effluent constituents are not expected to
be harmful to people and aquatic life.

Response to Comment 1129-2

Although there would be a temporary interruption in public
access to the beach during outfall construction, the operation
of the outfall will not impact the health or enjoyment of
people recreating in and around Puget Sound. Please refer to
the response to Comment 1129-1 in this letter regarding the
lack of impact to human health.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Bourgoin (1298)

@ Brightwater

King County TI!!A'TMEN'[ SYSTEM H

i Response to Comment 1298-1

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form | please refer to th 0 the Citv of Lake Forest Park
King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional case reter 10 the response to the Lty ot Lake Forest Fark,

Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental Comment C4-8.
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to

review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to

be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond

more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final

EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Bowen (114)

Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

COMMENT CARD
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
Response to Comment 114-1

;‘K Cﬁ’ j:V') m[j Ui l K { mci (‘YJ’HUHL-\.\‘ | Thank you for your comment.
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Your name: r\ HN‘LL@A
Address ’{;’;3\"-\ Cs‘f) F{?%&/?—
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Phone number:
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Boyle (1219)

Tps Forn THE Z2/ R4

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

A = T = -
Your name: 4’; 4 /_:'? &25_ ""“__.\.)/L—z.

Address, 237 Al [ ST

SHereclive U, FLITT

= o~ P & >
Phone number _ =l e =542 -2 . ST

Response to Comment 1219-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Brainerd (15)

15-1

COMMENT CARD:  * A :
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needer.l. List any questions you still
ut the project. If possible, please reference pagn numbérs or sechunsnfthe Draft Els 5
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Comments must include your name and address and

{i)‘l %UU fj? ?'Eﬁf— must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
Your name: 5\(“'“7 Gl’d'

Address: I?WJG J’(gH/db’Q AJ’E'

Shoreles U 18155

Phene number: (éﬂ@:’ %7 58 53

Response to Comment 15-1

Thank you for your comment.

Brightwater Final EIS 1611



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brainerd (15)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1612



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Briggs (1200)

Date: Dec-20-2002

Time: 03:47FM NEQE!VED

IP Address: 207.202.231.108

DE
Name and Address; <y C2g 2002
Kairan Briggs VIRONM
20450 Richmond Beach Dr NW PLANNING Dﬁ:g’?‘“
Seattie, WA ON
98177
Comment:

| am writing about the Brightwater Outfall Zone 57 - Portal #19,
proposed to be located at NW 205th 5t & Richmond Beach Dr NW. My home
is at this intersection so | am very concerned and will be substantially
impacted.

portal

1. 1am most concemed that my property is not condemned for the ]1200-1

a. First choice - use the curent Richmond Beach pump stafion
at 196th and Richmond Beach Drive NW. It would seem to make a perfect
site for the portal. Even if the land size is a lithe too small, it
wolld make great sense to still try and moke it work, Because it is
down in a hole it is nearly invisible from the road it is totally
isolated from the neighborhood. It would have basically ne impact on
neighbors. Plus, it is at sea level which would keep down the costs of
tunneling. And the stafion could be furned into a nice litle park
after the portal is finished. Additionally, most of Brightwater is in
Snohomish County. This could help to offset that inequity by having this
portal in King County, It seems to be a great choice for the portal.

b. Second choice - use the raw land on the beach at Chevron.
As d second choice, | would encourage Brightwater to do everything
possible to use the raw land at beach level for the portal. I've heard
rumors that Chevron has prolblems with Brightwater trucks using their
bridge across the tracks. If this is frue, | encourage you to do
whatever is necessary fo resolve that problem. Having a portal at sea
level would certainly reduce the cost of tunneling as well.

c. Lost choice - use Chevron's land on the east side of
Richmond Beach Drive. Of course. that may mean the land right next to
my driveway and my house ond | am concermed about noise and traffic.

However, that would be much preferable to having my property condemned,

2. lam concerned about the impact of construction, the noise and the
hours

a. Pleose maoke sure that construction is imited to normal,
daylime hours. This is o several-year long project and o ask us to be
subjected to noise, dirf, lights, vibrations from tunneling, and trucks
running 24 howrs a day is unfair,

r200-2

1200-3

Response to Comment 1200-1

King County will be contacting property owners that may
hold properties potentially of interest to the Brightwater
project throughout the remainder of 2003.

Response to Comment 1200-2

Please refer to Chapter 3 of the Final EIS for updated
information on the project description and comparison of
alternatives and descriptions of alternative portal locations.

Response to Comment 1200-3

Construction of the tunnel could occur up to 24 hours a day.
However, this would be underground and would not affect
surface activities. Concrete and earth activities would be
limited to daylight hours. Construction activities would
comply with vibration, noise, light, and air requirements of
local jurisdictions.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Briggs (1200)

* 3. OK to open Richmond Beach Drive NW road nerth through Woodway for
CONSTRUCTION tfraffic onty - NOT for ALL fraffic.

a. |have heard rumors that this road might be opened for { Response to Comment 1200-4
construction frucks so they don't all have to go through Shereline but ! i . . L
the burden is shared with Woodway. If necessary, that is fine with me, i Construction activity and parking would be limited to the

b. Butithinkitis a very poor idea o open the road fo all portal siting area located in the Chevron Richmond Beach
traffic. My family has lived here for over 30 years. The greatest H H H imi
appeal of this neighbarhood is that it is o dead end road. Quite, ASPha!t Termmal' Operatlonal Impa_CtS would be limited to
D?UCB:':JL SGf?- ;”9?|;90d\‘ getahuge Gmguﬂfﬂf PGOFJ:E-% ST“EH@E“"Q perlodlc maintenance checks occurring on average once per
along the waterfront, tuming around in our driveway as it is. To open - .- s
the road would make it a near freeway night and day. | feel l am one of day D|US two trUCk t“ps per WGEK- ACthlty at the portal Sltmg
e fce Mk o bories arig e et Sl inenal s o e area unrelated to the operation of the treatment plant has not
beach in front of my house} and this would only add insult to injury. | 3 h
am absolutely opposed to opening the road through Woodway for ALL been under consideration.
traffic or on a permanent basis,
3. No mitigation for beach access. Mo parking lot. 1 Response to Comment 1200-5

| am concemed about any request for mitigation in the form of beach . .
access at fhis site (affer the work is completed). In particular, I've Please refer to the response to the City of Shoreline,
heard rumors that mitigation may include o parking area request, perhaps _ H 111 1
in Chevron’s curently unused and unmaintained parking lot just cutside Comment C6 5’ regardmg mltlgatlon'

their main gate on Richmond Beach Drive NW (i.e. adacent on the north
side of my property).

For years and years we had problems with huge beer parties on the beach
and drag racing on the road every single weekend. So the neighbors
bought the beach, and had guard rails and no-parking signs put up and [200-4
this eliminated the problem. To add parking to this area is a poor

idea. The problems will only multiply. And | can only imagine what

would go on every night in a dark parking lot at the end of a dead-end
road. This would put my home and my safety at huge risk and would
change what is now a very sofe situation into the worst case situation.

In addition, the neighbor-owned part of the beach is privately owned and
we bear the risk of all frespassers who get hurt and want to sue us.

Adding beach access only makes that problem worse, We like our quiet,
safe, sleepy little dead-end road. It is not fair to us to have this

changed into an unsafe situation, d

4. Mitigation request for sidewalk along Richmond Beach Drive NW: OK
ONMLY if it stops @t the county line or have it on the west side of the

road.

| am not interested in having my front yard torn up to install o

sidewalk, which has been suggested as a mitigation request. Ifitis
important, have the sidewalk stop at 205th. o005
5. Mitigation Request to turm Chevron's beach land - INTO A NATURAL
HABITAT when the project is done. GREAT IDEA!

Preserve the beach part of Chevron's land by making it a wildlife

habitat when the portal is finished. This would keep the

quiet, safe, peacelul neighborhood which we have been o part of for aver
30 years.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brock (132)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

Response to Comment 132-1

Tliva Th Diecks natn of 229™ 5 510, Tt seemS I o
e tat g 'King (wm.u ’h?ﬁ'ﬂ?ﬂ?% DM?!’:"?" 5}%11/} 032-1 Please refer to the response to O’Morrison, Comments E13-1

and E13-4, for information on King County’s authority to site
be in Fing CﬁMM Vif"f”?ﬂtf' A _Sham ’ projects in Snohomish County and the role of local

jurisdictions that have regulatory authority over Brightwater
regional facilities. Please refer to the response to Albert,
Comment E1-2, for information on the Brightwater treatment
site siting process.

Com must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: CJ’E”‘” 4 ﬁhﬂrt
Address: Zw\ré datn ave )
Zamonds, wa. a¢020

Phone number;

Brightwater Final EIS 1615



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brock (132)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Brooks (177)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
- £ -
The  Uooca [ - Ebiomadte. St¢ sarps o

034G Skl <ite The 4:!3.#{‘ e et Sy Ao e

.{fg&"{. eV atentel imfned (actml #Ed%’nﬁé( ), ﬂ;r“'/ “ra il dis_£:§£&'!e

Afm}rj’: o sdre i, HWY-T  beation dioold frg.uive Seveact sdides mz\

[77-1

Jle ﬁiﬁﬁ}. Bt an bt b o g appior Sy g {m.ﬁ-,;’f

&w?i:/: L besl /za-f'a/ﬁ;n:é am"z/ % r"fyf.f 7"?‘;;{7{?}»} 7 ;F ,«?;—'ﬁ’q djf’-ﬁ

Bl g AN £, g M fo ¥ st
i LN d _
o olbal oy dadid ;7
= Commaents must include your name and address
pi ] 5@5‘ 4 "f foimidA &ﬁg S e o @f‘ must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003
]

Your name: gr?/{ ?;h-ug%

-2

the Jipe suskar.  The pwy-? focabiit sadess_430-23217 ST S
i a bud e Bothe Il fIA  Foz(
Phone number: __ S2S <B 7 '?';"@7

Response to Comment 177-1

Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment 177-2

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and, therefore, are not addressed in the Brightwater
EIS. “SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brooks (177)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Brown (133)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

//K'?— %p‘fm‘-l/ﬁ, s/He  acrden /fr seems e
i e sense  and YRz ik cke T BurFeriny w0 ne—
A FFerenrse /

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than Janua » 2003,

Your name: ﬁ{i ‘{._—’ K/JW G)M

Address; 38 '—‘?Sf’-ﬂg/ p/ &),
Edhondle  pa. 2020

Phone number:

Response to Comment 133-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brown (133)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Brown (1190)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, pleasa reference page nurnbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

/MM‘% .“.n..u..l Jh._.::_ ./ SO /, /, i 2*2-3‘(‘
Mﬂ ’ A2 "_-_: y 27 / Lz ./.-._-I.,- J g ongilurd , 12 TH¢ e
-" J , " 7 . " 4
nuu ALY fuh o 2N 20 I ot PP teng Pisd JHChey

1120-1

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: €LIZABETHE BEOW
Address: 2270134tk AVE . W.

MoUnrcrrc & Te£lACs, w&%ﬁ
Phone number: 42'5_‘_'775-"5%6 /

Response to Comment 1190-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brown (1190)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brown (165)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

. i ib| 1! refere! numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
have about the project. if possible, please nce page Response to Comment 165-1

165-1 ,aV-I’LA e O & ET s o vER Lot 7= -',

S PREFER  Jdtg 17575 o Tle prlolAt, Locairionf

Thank you for your comment.

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,

LtsA  Frioww
2305 pEALd AV AL S

Bontcee, Wh 2802/
YR -42-729/

Your name:

Address:

Phone number:
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Brown (165)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Browning (1210)

1

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sactions of the Draft EIS.

S penteepns that 4y Ainkiisls ONLY wtin Aaypely 1o

1210-1

. . ; N B =—— : :
pevFraeaafid £l witiing adifid abeud pennsemen fann. 4
1 3

2102 | Odot — g where doto 2 atet that thote wdl e 1007 codih & odot.

1210-3

-

4

Wolle ekl B -'«?)..1-1{}.21_ Bla s A e Aacuies wn B r3¢¢¢f,¢'-;f.¢ f?mj‘a:i
A [ | T

Comments must include your name and address and
must be pastmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Lo Afs P APalb 12 ! -
Your name: H- d MR, CoMPAD BRuliNiMg

Address: 730% -2935‘3—" STRERT &.E.

S MoHomMisH , WA 82945126

Phene number: (Béo) LLg -24ath

Response to Comment 1210-1

Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comment W5-43.

Response to Comment 1210-2

Information about the wastewater treatment process and the
odor control technology selected is provided in Appendix 5-
A, Odor and Air Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 1210-3

Without knowing what specific “failures in the Brightwater
project” are being referred to in this comment, it is difficult to
respond with any specificity. The issue of legal liability, in
general, does not relate to environmental impacts and is
beyond the scope of the EIS.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Browning (1210)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Burnham (115)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional informatien or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

L Response to Comment 115-1

King County’s goal is to construct a regional facility that

= ol - i . m oF N & TR, enhances quality of life, not just in the region, but in the local
NATNE SHRIURS & AT THAS W TjeAeT i i area where the facility is sited. At either of the two treatment
N P o ReP — plant sites, King County would be able to clean up any
MM&%@E@M&M&HM contamination found, improve land that currently or in the
‘MM@%M&M&M’ past has been used for industrial purposes, and work to
inl 14 g T& -CEOWE Pl improve existing habitat conditions in the area. King County
WL & GWE (fhnT) e e Tees eTc PRUETO ;ﬂ;}ﬁ; eve . rPewsied, Ved~ will work directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting
ETANON 15 WGTARES TVZEADUENTY mﬂ:‘b‘e";:::;‘:r:;“n:“;‘:’;rt’g';“j:::;;’::‘;;“‘ agencies on mitigation strategies and solutions to Brightwater

T WHALD LEWE T Ve A LUAT construction and operational impacts. Please refer to the
Your name: MAMJME \ - -

response to the City of Shoreline, Comment C6-5, regarding

IU—L&MMILMM&G&WS; MS820 (pZuno AceNE - mitigation
Aue-T AM For The uoe PF Namuzac Kemwete, WA A%02.8 ]
METUDNS 6F DAGINFECTRIATS R AT shone number 126~ H32- 0859 1152 Response to Comment 115-2
AN CAEWUCATLS . (0 woT gew vy # peree!) | For the Route 9 site, disinfection using sodium hypochlorite

(a chemical similar to household bleach) would be used for
effluent discharged to Puget Sound. Ultraviolet (UV) light
disinfection would be used to disinfect reclaimed water. UV
does not require chemicals, but does require more energy as it
uses numerous high-intensity light bulbs to disinfect the
effluent.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Burnham (115)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Call (1233)

I233-1 {

I233-2 i

1233-3

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have abuut the project. If possible, please reference page numbors or senlons nf the Draft EIS.

Ireason . The Q;z;m Is wmore dfrfL ff%
ers  fush abpb smel He Same !
ﬁ"/ #N&’ f .{}J’v(ﬁué‘ [n prue c".,emm Yt _7/; é TUHT A7 ;- e pafl”
i
PUAL

m- bud wore  pipe ronduts Al i Pt
J
Zfirs i i e ﬂowi‘r_. mﬂﬂ‘bfﬁé‘fu
7 Comments must include your name and address and
(s AMWJ‘: @ #ﬁ (5& t@ - must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
VgD e o 213 ' i ¥ --:.i é-’wt' 7 ; Y¥our name: 3“{"’—' §'4{
Edil) th ik p L2k ? 1% »‘ {{ Address; 5?."3 Z‘&l? "-b ‘-ﬁ:
pun " b awm’ e #oe’ S, é,pms.é A
F”M M '{2' C;”jf %c& ﬂﬁff&#‘(‘é& Phone number ésf"ﬁ//

Response to Comment 1233-1

Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comment W5-43.

Response to Comment 1233-2

Cost and economic issues are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and, therefore, are not addressed in the Brightwater
EIS. “SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.

Response to Comment 1233-3

Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Ecology, Comment W5-43.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Call (1233)
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Camden (I85)

Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS
1
COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
haueabout_theprojact. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS. R toC t185-1
Lrond ol o Seloch iy AL Roull $ Sire oveq ] Esponse 1 LOMment foo-
e e Yyzdd 2 22| | Thank you for your comment.

Lhsint g (j”sm ol Hu cord Alganad 4&/1%/ oo - Response to Comment 185-2
pocr |\ Cond €9 /apflacy, A trvdansi & bes1

TSR ; Thank you for your comment.

:;-*,QE";ES. Pocfe Lf? edog s N Mam .

4

atit ¢ aid Y A e, S pedipld |
O lcw;;f. %m anda, Y Lotk woh  Jclha o M; /%4 :
b b othia r,q.u{mm chits  goad 4
Comments must include your name and address anid
) W AL must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003 J%5-2
0‘1)-‘«, (\Gw annfe. 7 s HL-:—.K; Your name: T & s e, |
C/TM Q‘ﬁ:rﬂ}“\ Address: Yy A "jUE W’ 4

f?‘m-ﬂ”x ER .\
%MML lntcds WA £ 4020
Phone number: ?}f,;zq ~ 22/ ?335
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Camden (I85)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Campbell (134)

1341

I34-2

@ Ldby rs King CownnFe S

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

Qj h/.!r}-— 0/.:1/77& /Ze? d/f:' .f?n}"{‘n-‘r-u P r..-.e,/s’
w2 0 B g Pl o AT 7‘55«,/.%/ T
7%— g?’;e?ff“aﬂ.?-

Ly ~ g c-p,f;"',-,/;i.ér c"n"’fz
wWhe'a 666 oF TRe woersS gre t4a Soe Leswd

(P P = o o ’74!:: 7‘- ! o~
2 s £ & et b {&’kn';}-"’

Comments must include your name and address and
muszt be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,

Your name: 7;)’7'}/ T ‘—/’»-vmyéa//
22c0/ £ &K s L4

Address:

Phonenumber, 725 - £ ¥ ¢ -7 2 6 2~

/%u.f ?{'/’4/4:7:#“,&/4 75"’5'.-?1_

Response to Comment 134-1

Cost and economic issues are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and, therefore, are not addressed in the Brightwater
EIS. “SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.

Response to Comment 134-2

Please refer to the response to O’Morrison, Comments E13-1
and E13-4, for information on King County’s authority to site
projects in Snohomish County and the role of local
jurisdictions that have regulatory authority over Brightwater
regional facilities.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Campbell (134)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Campos (126)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

b re , Sl as

a»ﬁ‘fmasr‘blﬁ:

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January &, 2003.

Your name: MJH’(D.S Er /:ﬁmpGS

I
Address:_ 3425 22 844 S+ sw

Erier WA 958034

Phane number: 91.25 672_ g_;?ql

Response to Comment 126-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Campos (126)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1636



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Cannon (1299)

12821

12882

Subject: DEIS COMMENTS BY JAN.21,2003
RE: BRIGHTWATER DEIS COMMENTS BY JAN. 21,2003

I WANT TO INFORM YOU: The average parson I've talked with does not know or understand all the
PROCEDURE STEPS involved regarding Brightwater? (And, I'm not sure | do?) Those | talked with
recently, that came to the original meetings, thought that the "Scoping” was all there was to it? Some felt
that Sims Preferred Route would be taken? These pecple had not even realized the need or the reason
for futher study or for submitting COMMENTS AGAIN! S0 YOU ARE NOT REACHING THEM!

THOUGH IT APPEARS TO BE GOOD AND NECESSARY TO ME -

It seems to many I've talked with, that there has been so much information

that the average person is overwhelmed by it! And, that the public needed a class an understanding the
DEIS and the technical volcabulary in it? There is a lot of newly created wording and their meanings in
your documents, along with their abbreviations, which was not previously known or used? You know
what the word "Scoping” means to you, but it is not part of the average person's volcabulary, and there
are B meanings for it in the dictionary?

Most people seemed to recognize there is some importance in an Environmental Impact Statement, but
don't really know too much about that either? | have no idea how you could improve on this, but the
public does need SOME KIND OF EDUCATION TO USE AND UNDERSTAMND THE DEIS AND ITS FOLLOW-
UP'S. SINCE MOST PEOPLE HAVE LITTLE TIME TO SPEND, SOMETHING BRIEF AND TO THE FOINT

L MIGHT WORK?

[ OVER AND OVER AGAIN | heard and also read in the papers, that while the

Brightwater Public Meetings implied the public would be given opportunity

to ask questions, present their views or take a part in these meetings they weren't really, before the staff
closed the meetings and took the tape recorder without the testimonial comments the public wanted to
give!

MOQST PEOPLE FELT THEY WERE JUST BEING USED TO GIVE THE

APPEARAMNCE OF, BUT NOT REALLY THE PERFORMANCE OF, BRIGHTWATER'S NEED TO MEET THE

L. REQUIREMENTS OF PUBLIC INPUT!

Sincerely yours,

Doris Cannon

6001 232nd Place 5.W.
Mountlake Tarrace, WA. 98043

Response to Comment 1299-1

King County has worked to provide people with multiple
opportunities to get involved in the project in the manner that
best meets their individual needs. The scoping document and
a summary of the Draft EIS were written and designed to be
understood by the general public. Both were mailed to
approximately 60,000 people.

Response to Comment 1299-2

Please refer to the response to O’Rourke, Comment E28-1.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Cannon (1299)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Cannon (1300)

JAN 21 2003

ENVIRONME NTAL
Environmental Planning FROM: PLANNING DIVISION
King County Wastewater Treatment Division Mr e Mrs EM. Cannon
201 South Jackson St. Suite 505 6001 - 232" Place S.W

Seattle, WA. 98104-3855 ﬂfmmtﬁ}@ Terrace, WA. 98043

RE: BRIGHTWATER EIS COMMENTS TODAY'S DATE: flz72, /5 2003
The Study is attractive, impressive in size, filled with technical terms and information,

but for the average time shy working guy its a lot to assimilate and respond to in the short
amount of time given during the crest of the holiday season and vear turn-over priorities,

I WOULD LIKE TO ADDRESS THE FOLLOWING:

What bothers me the most is that Brightwater and its promoters appear to be making a
mockery out of rights guaranteed by The Constitution of the United States, and no
matter what I am told, T feel that THE LEGISLATURE IS IN VIOLATION of placing
us under a SOVEREIGN FORM OF GOVERNMENT to both permit and initiate this
misuse of power for jurisdiction and eminent domain over people being denied BOTH
their human rights and citizen voting rights in a Demoeracy! (UN-AMERICAN 1)

1300-1

[ WOULD LIKE TO SEE MR. SIMS CHAMPION ITS CORRECTION!

BRIGHTWATER IS VERY, VERY EXPENSIVE! [t appears to be motivated by
monetary greed and ambitious power rather than need or want, as THE CITIES OF
EDMONDS, MOUNTLAKE TERRACE AND WOODENVILLE

1300-2 DO NOT WANT ANY OF THE SITE PLANTS OR ITS PIPINGS and to foree this
on them just isn’t right! It is a misuse of power The Constituation protects us from!

I REQUEST SMALLER LOCAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS BE
USED IN AREAS WANTING THEM AND THEY BE THE COST CARRIERS.

150023 [ SEPTIC TANKS provide a more natural means of protecting our native birds, plants
and wildlife by preventing over-building and large population settlements.

I REQUEST SMALLER LOCAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS TO
BE USED BY AREAS WANTING THEM AND TO HELP IN PROTECTING OUR
NORTHWEST FROM BRIGHTWATER MASS POPULATION DESTRUCTION.

1300-4
MORE PEOPLE MEAN MORE CARS, the loss of more businesses, AND MORE

UNEMPLOYMENT caused by Brightwater’s overdevelopment plans.

I REQUEST SMALLER LOCAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS FOR
THOSE AREAS WANTING THEM and for the CONTOL of growth and TRAFFIC.

Response to Comment 1300-1

King County does have the power of eminent domain under
state statute. RCW (Revised Code of Washington) 35.58.320
constitutes a general grant of condemnation authority for
metropolitan municipal corporations. The general grant of
condemnation authority states that a metropolitan municipal
organization may condemn property necessary for its
purposes that is “both within and without™ its borders. This is
similar to the authority of cities and sewer and water districts
to condemn property outside of their boundaries to provide
public services. The entire text of RCW 58.320 is available
online at:
http://www.leg.wa.gov/RCW/index.cfm?fuseaction=section
&section=35.58.320.

RCW 35.58.200 specifically addresses condemnation in the
context of water pollution abatement for metropolitan
municipal corporations. This statute provides the authority
“[t]o acquire by purchase, condemnation, gift, or grant and to
lease, construct, add to, improve, replace, repair, maintain,
operate and regulate the use of metropolitan facilities for
water pollution abatement, including but not limited to,
removal of waterborne pollutants, water quality
improvement, sewage disposal and stormwater drainage
within or without the metropolitan area.”

The entire text of RCW 35.58.200 is available online at;
http://www.leg.wa.gov/RCW/index.cfm?fuseaction=section
&section=35.58.200.

The Growth Management Act also includes provisions for
siting essential public facilities, such as Brightwater through
RCW 36.70A.200. The entire text of this statute is available
online at:
http://www.leg.wa.gov/RCW/index.cfm?fuseaction=Section
&Section=36.70A.200&printver=1.

Residents and businesses are represented by their local
jurisdiction. The local jurisdictions in which the Brightwater
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Cannon (1300)

facilities will be located have an important role in a number of decisions
relating to the Brightwater process. For example, permitting
requirements, ordinances that regulate noise, traffic, and construction
conditions, and agreements regarding issues such as open space,
development possibilities, and community needs will be important
components of decisions to be made regarding Brightwater.

Local community members play an important role in these agreements.
During the process to expand the South Treatment Plant in Renton, and
to upgrade the West Point Plant in Seattle, residents provided input to
their respective cities and to King County regarding their concerns.
These concerns were taken into account in the formation of the
agreements between both cities and King County. King County made
agreements with the City of Seattle regarding the aboveground footprint,
the amount of truck trips and times of day that trucks could go in and
out of the plant, and maintenance of the public access area that
surrounds the facility. With the City of Renton, agreements were made
regarding noise, exterior lighting, traffic management plans, and
acquisition of riparian wetlands and uplands as a part of mitigation.

Response to Comment 1300-2

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under SEPA and,
therefore, are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS. “SEPA
contemplates that the general welfare, social, economic and other
requirements and essential considerations of state policy will be taken
into account in weighing and balancing alternatives and in making final
decisions. The EIS is not required to evaluate and document all of the
possible effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the decision
makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for the
Brightwater System, King County will work directly with affected
jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation strategies and
solutions to Brightwater construction and operational impacts. As part
of the overall decision process, King County is revising the cost
estimates (dated November 2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The
revised estimates will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be
available on request by contacting the Brightwater project at

brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-888-707-
8571.

Nearly a decade ago, King County began preparing for the eventuality
that our wastewater treatment system would run out of capacity by 2010
due to rapid population growth in the Puget Sound region. In November
1999, as a result of nearly eight years of planning and study, the King
County Council adopted the Regional Wastewater Services Plan
(RWSP), a comprehensive 30-year plan to meet our region’s wastewater
treatment needs. The Final EIS for the RWSP can be found online at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/rwsp/FEIS/toc.htm. The ordinance adopting
the RWSP can also be found online at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/WTD/rwsp/documents/13680.pdf.

During the planning process, a number of options were considered to
meet our regional wastewater treatment needs, including a decentralized
system that would require the construction of multiple smaller full
service wastewater treatment plants. King County found that the option
of multiple small treatment plants was not practical or cost-effective for
core wastewater management needs. For example, replumbing to direct
flows to a number of small-scale plants would be very difficult and
expensive; smaller plants also have a higher unit cost for treatment than
larger plants.

When Metro was created in 1958, there were 25 small treatment plants
in operation. A comprehensive sewage and drainage survey conducted
that year by Brown and Caldwell (Brown & Caldwell, 1958)
recommended that Metro adopt a centralized wastewater system to
realize the economy of scale benefits of large treatment plants. This
survey noted that for a metropolitan area it is economically and
operationally beneficial when sewage from the entire area is delivered to
a single point or a relatively few points for treatment and disposal. In
1985, another study (Lewis & Zimmerman Associates, 1985) to address
how Metro should meet secondary treatment requirements
recommended the system be further centralized, resulting in the two-
regional-plant configuration in use today. For urbanized areas,
centralized wastewater treatment continues to be the norm, as it is much
more cost effective. As an example, the Massachusetts Water Resources
Authority provides wastewater treatment for nearly half the state’s
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population through a regional plant configuration. This regional system
provides wastewater treatment to 43 communities in the metropolitan
Boston area.

References:

Brown and Caldwell. 1958. Metropolitan Seattle Sewerage and
Drainage Survey. May 19, 1958. Adopted by the Council of the
Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle on April 22, 1959.

Lewis and Zimmerman Associates. 1985. Residual Solids Management
Analysis. Metro. June 1985.

Response to Comment 1300-3

Please refer to the response to the Washington State Department of
Ecology, Comment W5-43.

Response to Comment 1300-4

Please refer to the response to Comment 1300-1 in this letter.
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COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
- & - .,..

I27-1

[an-2

Comments must include your name and address and

1273 must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

7
Your name; & £ m—"--F
Address: 227 Une Lo
Brin W 25036

Phone number; _#2% -7 74 ~OF7Y

Response to Comment 127-1

The omission is noted. Maps of the existing and future
conveyance system are included in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 127-2

Cost and economic issues are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the
Brightwater EIS. “SEPA contemplates that the general
welfare, social, economic and other requirements and
essential considerations of state policy will be taken
into account in weighing and balancing alternatives and
in making final decisions. The EIS is not required to
evaluate and document all of the possible effects and
considerations of a decision or to contain the balancing
judgments that must ultimately be made by the decision
makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location
for the Brightwater System, King County will work
directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting
agencies on mitigation strategies and solutions to
Brightwater construction and operational impacts. As
part of the overall decision process, King County is
revising the cost estimates (dated November 2002) for
the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates will
be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-
free 1-888-707-8571.

Response to Comment 127-3

King County is authorized by Washington State law to
condemn property both within and outside its
geographic boundaries, including within Snohomish
County and its cities, to construct, operate, and maintain
water pollution abatement facilities, such as the
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proposed Brightwater facilities. Please refer to RCW 35.58.200;
35.58.320; 35.56.010. This authority is similar to the legal authority
granted to all cities and certain utilities in order to provide public service
infrastructure.
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I301-1

[z01-2

Brightwater

Iﬂnnmmy THEATHENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacis of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond te comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 219, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1301-1

Portal Siting Area 10, which would be located in the vicinity
of Lake Forest Park, is a secondary portal for the Unocal
System and thus may not be needed. If it is needed, few
project construction trips are expected because construction
activity would be concentrated at the primary portals. The
secondary portals, if required, would generate an average of
three trucks per day during construction, and would not affect
peak-hour traffic operations. Operational impacts at portal
sites would be limited to periodic maintenance checks
occurring on average once per day plus two truck trips per
week. These measures would reduce traffic impacts through
Lake Forest Park. Additional detailed analyses of
construction traffic related to specific portal locations has
been included in Chapter 16 of the Final EIS and construction
traffic routes and traffic impacts were identified. Please refer
to Appendix 16-B, Transportation Impact: Plant Sites and
Conveyance, of the Final EIS for greater detail on
construction impacts and construction access routes. Please
refer to the response to the City of Kenmore, Comment C3-
16.

Response to Comment 1301-2

Thank you for your comment.
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) Brightwater

ntv TREATMENT SYSTEM Response to Comment 1302-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1302-2

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional

Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental ; i i ted to require about two
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to Candidate pOI‘tB_.' S_Ites will be EXpec e q
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tel] us whether additional information or analysis needs to acres of land within the 72-acre portal siting area.
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detsiled comments on the analysis allow us to respond Construction of proposed portals along Ball inger Way would
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final . : R H i
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid.2003, have the impact of increasi ngftfafﬂ‘t?] along Bal Itl'ngerfwayh
. The traffic impacts expected from the construction of eac
To be consi d in : : ; ; i ifi
dered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address portal are described in the final EIS impacts section. Specific

and be postmarked no later than Janua 21+, 2003. : ; .
' = - parcels being considered for portal construction within each

portal siting area are also described in the Final EIS.

I'have a number of concerns regarding this project:

1. Lam deeply concerned about i 3 i i i
i y about the possible loss of our aquifer which supplies deep well

1302-1 E The eﬂ? uent ]!nes are proposed to be placed with the well head protection area.
3. 'Ijhes:: lines will run through our sole source water supply aquifer,
I ;- '}“: date thlc{n:u hifshecn na direct testing of this location done by King County.
; ¢ portal for this area is to be located within a 72 acre is i r my
iy acre area that is right near my
1302-2 6.

. - "
The portal will require two acres of land or more within the poxtal area location
Illl:i!llil.ug 4 concrete structure and will increase the traffic of trucks and other heavy
Squipment near my house,

It is vitally important to me as a resident of Lake For ime i
; est Park that enough time is tak
adequately study this praject and its impact. o Rente

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns,

18217 BallingerWay NE

Lake Forest Park, WA 98155-4236
Phone: 206-363-9673

E-mail: williamcerfigearthlink net

3 " orverpa— === : e Brightwater Final EIS 1647



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Cerf (1302)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1648



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Chamberlin (128)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS. Response to Comment 128-1

Portal 19 would be located in the Richmond Beach Puget

Z X Ae "L,\! Pow) Wikl TUS. Y0siS ] A0 STAXTINS Sound shoreline area. None of the candidate sites as shown in
[28-1 KW\JPMT TS Usd o & Ric ,\p MD gMH the Final EIS would involve the displacement of Richmond

Beach houses. There are currently no plans to locate a pump
station at Portal 19. The local impacts of construction at
Portal 19 would be increased traffic, construction noise, and
lighting for construction and site security. Please refer to the
impacts and mitigation section of Chapters 4 through 17 of
the Final EIS for a detailed description of Portal 19.

W Hooes e pisfuedcsn

Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: Ml Cetael CHAUMEBERU N
: pdcress: 2223 237 S MW
T SEMLILE, Wg 98177
¥ i Pone numben T3S =7 4~3 226 W
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1252-1

I252-2

1252-3

KECEIVED
JAN 17 2003
ENVIRONMENTAL

Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Forin

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welecome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Name: TeLx CHACPLE

STEVE BAns cfiddck

| Address: 5 g4 — we  (£24 ST

LAge foldsT AHRE | v

City, Zip: G 85

Response to Comment 1252-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1252-2

All provisions will be taken to protect drinking water
resources. For updated information on possible impacts to
drinking water resources and associated mitigation, please
refer to Chapter 6 of the Final EIS for more detailed
information.

Response to Comment 1252-3

Please refer to Appendix 6-B, Geology and Groundwater, of
the Final EIS for a detailed evaluation of the Lake Forest
Park Water Supply System.
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COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Commsnts must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: _

Ms. M. Carol Chaput RN -
Address: 23908 55th Ave. W.

ountbake Terrace, WA 98042 &

Phone number:

Response to Comment 1130-1

The address given here is not located within any portal siting
areas.

No existing homes would be destroyed for either the Route 9
or the Unocal treatment plant site. Several existing businesses
would be relocated if the Route 9 site is selected. At portal
sites, some businesses would be relocated. Additionally, for
some identified candidates sites, if selected, some residents
would be relocated. Please refer to Appendix 2-C, Portal 19
Screening Level 3 Documentation, of the Final EIS for a
discussion of the portal screening process.

Response to Comment 1130-2

During construction, best management practices (BMPs)
would be used to minimize adverse impacts to the local
community. Chapter 3 of the Final EIS provides a summary
of mitigation measures; more detail can be found in Chapters
4 through 17 about specific impact such as dust and noise.

Brightwater Final EIS 1653



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Chaput (1130)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1654



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Chase (E16)

El&-1

Brightwater Public Hearing, 12/10/02

L P I

@ -1 o Ln

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

19
20
21
22
23
24

L25

Page 3
TESTIMONY OF BARBARA CHASE

Good evening. I'm Barbara Chase, and I live at
1105 Daley Place in Edmonds. I'm here tonight to just make
general statements about the draft EIS statement, the format
and how that worked for me. The more particular questions
that I have, I will remain -- I will write them down.

1 found that at first, because we didn't have the
full document, we got a chapter off of the Internet by using
the Internet, and I just had one chapter.

One of the things that I found difficult in doing
that was that it had references in the particular chapter
that I had to other chapters, and without having those in
front of me, without stopping somehow, getting it off of the
Internet again, I found it diffiecult to work with that. I
did later get the full thing and was able to do that, but it
did slow me down in looking at the document.

I thought some of the things that were talked
about, like the aguatic resources, somewhere in that
document it does show agquatic resources, but in the
particular one I was looking at, it didn't say what that
meant. So that meant nothing to me when it said it's going
to affect the aguatic resources. I didn't know what that
meant; the animals in the water or the river or what. I

didn't know what that was.

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
(206) 682-9339

bE41 2006-B6ed-4bca-b408-1 2%eadbc lebd

Response to Comment E16-1

The term “aquatic resources” is intended to broadly refer to
organisms that reside in marine or fresh water, including fish,
plants, invertebrates, and/or other organisms.
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Page 4
Best management practices, they only brought up one
best management practice, and that was state of the art, but
they didn't define what state of the art meant as far as the
treatment plant was concerned, and I would like to know more
about what they meant by "best management practices."
As for myself and some of the questions I asked, I

And 'I asked for

looked to see if they had been answered.
some comparisons to, fer instance, Vancouver that was
brought up at many of the meetings we went to. Vancouver
was used as an example., I didn't see anywhere -- maybe I
missed it, but I didn't see comparisons how large compared
to ours, how much was being treated compared to ours,

et cetera, and that kind of comparison I was looking for. I
didn't find that.

I also asked for the reason for closing and not
having some of the smaller plants. Maybe that wasn't 5
supposed to be addressed, but I did not see that in the J
document.

I also asked for some comparative costs, and I
didn't see that either. I asked why some of the areas where
they had the combined sewer overflow areas, what was
happening on that, and there was some reference in another
chapter but it was very vague, like we're working on that in

the future. And since that causes a large amount of stuff

to be done, especially at West Point, it puts a lot of

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
(206) 682-9339
b&d12096-B6ed-Abca-ba06- 1 29eadbc Sebd

Response to Comment E16-2

The comment is unclear. Information regarding soils and
geology is contained in Appendix 6-B, Geology and
Groundwater, of the Final EIS. Best Management Practices
(BMPs) typically refer to ways to minimize environmental
impacts during construction, such as silt fences and erosion
and sediment control plans. More information on BMPs is
included in Chapters 4, 6 and 7 of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment E16-3

An option to build smaller satellite facilities was studied in
the RWSP, which is incorporated into this EIS in its entirety
by reference. Please refer to the response to the Save Little
Bear Creek Coalition, Comment O15-41, for further
discussion on centralized wastewater treatment options.

Response to Comment E16-4

Cost and economic issues are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS.
“SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at

Brightwater Final EIS 1656



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Chase (E16)

brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-888-707-
8571.

Response to Comment E16-5

Please refer to Chapter 2 of the Final EIS for information on King
County’s Combined Sewer Overflow program. Additional information
is available by visiting King County’s Web site at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/WTD/cso/page02.htm.
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Page 5
pressure on the sewage treatment plant. I thought that was
important to address. And it was only, like, We are working
on that, and we haven't decided what to do, is kind of what
I got from what I read.

So that was my reaction to the draft Environmental
Impact Statement. It's a very large document, which I think
is extremely difficult for everybody to get through, but

anyway, I've done my best. Thank vou.

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
(206) 682-9339
b4 12006-86ed-4bea-b408-120ead6c0ebd
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TESTIMONY OF VERN CHASE

I'm Vern Chase, 1105 Daley Place, Edmonds. I'd
like to refer to the recreational surveys section of the
DEIS. Many of those items that are referred to in the
survey are very hard to understand. I think they're hard to
understand because the details of the survey of how the
survey was taken, other than talk to a few people that were
at the park one day or maybe did some telephoning, are very
hard to justify some of the decisions, particularly when it
was incomplete. It didn't refer to the deog park. It didn't
refer to the hundreds, maybe even thousands, of walkers that
use this whole area, and, again, many, many kids and adults
who use the play eguipment.

There's been no reference also to what the plans

are and how the people are reacting to the possibility of
having to replace those, the fishing and the dog areas and
such. So it is =-=- you know, it's from this perspective that

it is very hard for us to comment because we do not have

enough details. We don't have -- it's not a true survey

unless we can get all of those details.

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
1206} 682-9339
bf412096-B6ed-dbca-b408-1 20eadbedebd

Response to Comment E19-1

Please refer to the responses to the City of Edmonds,
Comment C9-108, and The Washington Tea Party, Comment

014-246.
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1303-1

1303-2
1303-3

1303-4

1303-5
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ENVIRONMENTAL
PLANNING DIVISION

MName and Address:

D. Chriztenzen

14200 NE 171" #A202
Woodinville, WA

98072

Comment:

To Whom It May Concern,

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to give our comments. As a resident of the Woodinville
community | have tried to be fair in looking at both sides of the Brightwater Sewage Plant
Proposal.

| am convinced that there have not been enough studies done here to know that this plant will not
cause any health and quality of life issues in our area. I've spoke to many residents whom
already say that the odor from Stock Pot Soups is bad enough and | don't care how madern and
what the lates! technolegy s put into the odor control of this proposed plant, the stakes are just
log high. We are living in a valley where the air can be stagnant. The odors do linger, Even
when it's fogay, it always hangs around here longer than other places. It just “sits" in our valley,
What would happen with an odor leak?

| moved lo Woodinville because | liked the small town feel of a community, ete., now I'm afraid
that this will be the beginning of turning this area into an industrial center and entice other
industries to move in. 1 know this will put an effect on our property values later in the future. Why
should we carry the waste of so many areas? The further wasle is carried, the more apportunity
for something lo go wrong. (leakage, elc.)

Also, in my research Woodinville would be the most costly, why not build it where it would make
more sense economically and logistically?

Afler being educated more on this proposed project and careful consideration, I've come to the
conclusion that this will NOT be good for our community and the future generation of families to
come. My vote and the vote of so many others is NO to BRIGHTWATER SEWAGE PLANT in
Grace, WA

Sinceraly,
D Christensen

Response to Comment 1303-1

For information on the odor prevention program and the
monitoring that will be performed on the odor control
system, please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Transportation, Comment W2-5. Additional
information about the wastewater treatment process and the
odor control technology selected is provided in Appendix 5-
A, Odor and Air Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 1303-2

King County’s goal is to construct a regional facility that
enhances quality of life, not just in the region, but in the local
area where the facility is sited. King County will work
directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies
on mitigation strategies and solutions to Brightwater
construction and operational impacts. Mitigation measures
can help the area preserve its existing character and avoid
unchecked commercial and industrial development on the site
that would not enhance the community.

Response to Comment 1303-3

Please refer to the response to Cole, Comment E3-1.

Response to Comment 1303-4

Please refer to the response to O’Morrison, Comment E13-1.
Information on conveyance is available in Chapter 3 and
Appendix 3-B, Project Description: Conveyance, of the Final
EIS.

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS.
“SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
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effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the balancing
judgments that must ultimately be made by the decision makers” (WAC
197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for the
Brightwater System, King County will work directly with affected
jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation strategies and
solutions to Brightwater construction and operational impacts. As part
of the overall decision process, King County is revising the cost
estimates (dated November 2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The
revised estimates will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be
available on request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-888-707-
8571.

Response to Comment 1303-5

Thank you for your comment.
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Christensen (155)
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COMMENT CARD: :
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbérs or sections of the Draft EIS
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Your name:

Address:

Phane number:

Response to Comment 155-1

At each step in the siting process, King County has
gathered additional information about the proposed
sites, pipeline routes, and marine outfall zones. In each
subsequent step in the process the application of policy
criteria and consideration of environmental factors led
to the selection of alternatives for further consideration.
The siting constraints used in site selection are
identified in the Phase 1 materials and the results of the
analysis can be found in Appendix J of the Phase 1
materials, Brightwater Treatment Plant Siting Process-
Phase 1 Engineering and Environmental Constraint
Analysis. Additional information regarding the policy
siting criteria adopted by the King County Council by
Ordinances 14043 and 14107, as well as Phase 1 and 2
siting materials, can be found at area libraries; at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm
(retrieved June 13, 2003); or upon request by contacting
the Brightwater project at 206-684-6799, toll-free 1-
888-707-8571 or via e-mail at
brightwater@metrokc.gov.
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15354-1

1354-2

Brightwater

TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information er analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1354-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1354-2

Both the Draft EIS and the Final EIS include a reasonably
thorough discussion of the probable significant adverse
environmental impacts and reasonable mitigation measures
for those identified impacts beyond that characterized in this
comment. Please refer to Chapter 16 of the Final EIS for a
discussion of construction and traffic impacts and mitigation.
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1414-1

. AT
RECEIVED
——-Original Message-—-- JAN 23 2003
BORs on o el gt oo ENVIRONMENTAL
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2003 9:03 AM PLANNING DIVISION

To: exec.sims@metrokc.gov
Subject: Brightwater DEIS

Dear Executive Sims,

As residents of Edmonds, we are very concemed that King County has not adequately addressed specifics
related to the design and construction of the proposed facility at the Edmonds site. Without a plan that includes
the specifics detailing of what and how you are planning to build your sewer plant, it is impossible to make
informed comments.

Therefore we waould like to request a that King County issue a supplemental DEIS shortly after you have
determined specifically what you plan to build at the Edmends site and how you plan to build it.

Sincerely,
Bob and Carol Clos

916 Alder Street
Edmonds, WA 88020

Response to Comment 1414-1

SEPA states that the lead agency shall prepare its threshold
determination and EIS, if required, at the earliest possible
point in the planning and decision-making process when the
principal features of a proposal and its environmental impacts
can be reasonably identified. King County has sufficient
information about the principal features of the design and
construction of the Brightwater System to evaluate
environmental impacts, whether a treatment plant is built at
the Unocal site or at the Route 9 site. Comments from
agencies, organizations, and individuals will be considered in
the final design of the Brightwater proposal. King County is
not issuing a Supplemental Draft EIS.

Brightwater Final EIS 1667



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Clos (1414)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1668



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Clousten (156)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the pmje:t If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS,
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,
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Response to Comment 156-1

At each step in the siting process, King County has gathered
additional information about the proposed sites, pipeline
routes, and marine outfall zones. In each subsequent step in
the process application of policy criteria and consideration of
environmental factors led to the selection of alternatives for
further consideration. The siting constraints used in site
selection are identified in the Phase 1 materials and the
results of the analysis can be found in Appendix J of the
Phase 1 materials, Brightwater Treatment Plant Siting
Process-Phase 1 Engineering and Environmental Constraint
Analysis. Additional information regarding the policy siting
criteria adopted by the King County Council by Ordinances
14043 and 14107, as well as Phase 1 and 2 siting materials,
can be found at area libraries, at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm (retrieved
June 13, 2003), or upon request by contacting the Brightwater
project at 206-684-6799, toll-free 1-888-707-8571, or via e-
mail at brightwater@metrokc.gov.
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comittent' Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1253-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1253-2

Please refer to the response to Ceis, Comment 1301-1.

Response to Comment 1253-3

Thank you for your comment.
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@ Brightwater

KingCourty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
‘Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment E3-1

WAC 197-11-448(1) notes that “...the environmental impact
statement is not required to evaluate and document all of the
possible effects and considerations of a decision or to contain
the balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers. Rather, the environmental impact statement
analyzes environmental impacts.”

Many factors influence the market value of real property,
including characteristics of the location and of the
improvements. These characteristics include the location;
size; proximity to work centers; services; school districts;
street frontage; neighborhood traffic volumes and street
surfaces; the presence of sidewalks; the maintenance
standards of the neighborhood and adjacent properties; the
general topography of the neighborhood and the particular
parcel; wetlands or other sensitive areas which may affect
development potential; the presence of community features
such as pools, lakes, parks, and recreation centers; views; and
differences in utility services, including the availability of
sewers and public water, proximity to powerlines, and
proximity to industrial or commercial uses. For residential
real property, significant factors include the age, condition,
and size of the residence; the architectural style; the number
of bedrooms and bathrooms; the number of garage stalls,
fireplaces, decks, and appliances; whether the residence is
single-story or multiple stories; whether there are any barns,
sheds, or other types of improvements on the property; and
the overall curb appeal. As property values are highly
variable and dependent upon a number of market factors, a
discussion of property values is not included in the Draft EIS
or Final EIS.

Response to Comment E3-2

Additional detailed analyses of construction traffic related to
specific portal locations have been included in Chapter 16 of
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the Final EIS and construction traffic routes and traffic impacts were
identified. Please refer to Appendix 16-B, Transportation Impact: Plant
Sites and Conveyance, for greater detail.

Response to Comment E3-3

Potential impacts to streams from dewatering, other construction
activities, and operation are disclosed in Chapter 6 of the Final EIS.
Potential impacts to fish and other aquatic species are disclosed in
Chapter 7 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 135-1

While there may be disruption of public access to the
shoreline during construction of an outfall in Zone 6, it would
be a temporary impact. The pipeline would be buried in the
nearshore and would not impact long-term recreational use of
the area. Outfall Zone 7S is the preferred alternative, in part,
because the impacts to public recreation are minimized.

With regard to your comment on financial impacts, SEPA
does not require the evaluation of financial impacts resulting
from a proposed action (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

Response to Comment 135-2

Consistent with SEPA, the Final EIS discloses potential
impacts to streams in sufficient detail to provide a
comparison among alternatives. Streams, wetlands, and
upland habitats were observed from public right-of-way, and
additional information was obtained from published sources
for the Final EIS. Chapter 7 of the Final EIS includes
available information on Swamp Creek. King County has
focused on identifying sensitive areas and avoiding impacts
to the extent practicable by locating construction activities as
far from streams as possible, thereby minimizing impacts to
vegetated buffers and streams. Please refer to the response to
the City of Kenmore, Comment C3-25.
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COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS. Response to Comment 157-1
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed, List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.

must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,
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Response to Comment 1194-1

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS.
“SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.
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E3-1

@ Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Imrpact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
im;':ka:cts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review =.md comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a-Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment E4-1

Site lighting will be directed away from residences wherever
possible. Any lights located near the property line will be
directed toward the site and will have house side shields.
These measures will help shield the lights from the
residences on Third Avenue South.

Response to Comment E4-2

The street name “Front Street” has been corrected to read
“SR-104" in the Final EIS.
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1203-1

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the fojacl If possibile, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1203-1

Your support of the educational aspect of the Brightwater
Treatment Plant is appreciated. Please refer to the response to
the City of Shoreline, Comment C6-5, for information
regarding mitigation plans, policies, and suggestions.
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1304-1

) Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMEMNT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003,

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1304-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,

Comment C4-8.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Condit (1305)

1305-1

Brightwater

KingCourty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be cnns:derlcd. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more ef] fectl_vely. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003,

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Name:ppicip  coNDIT
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Response to Comment 1305-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,

Comment C4-8.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Corlett (1355)

1355-1

1355-2

1355-3

Brightwater

mnncnunty TIIEATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 217, 2003.
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Name:
Thomas and Carcl Corlelt
' 4714 NE 178th Street
N, Lake Forest Park, WA
Adress 981554533
City, Zip:

Response to Comment 1355-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1355-2

Portal 10 has been eliminated from the Route 9 System
project description and is classified only as a secondary portal
for the Unocal System project description in the Final EIS.
Portal construction impacts, such as traffic, construction
noise, and lighting, are evaluated in the Final EIS and would
be considered as part of a continuing portal siting process.
Primary selection and evaluation criteria include minimizing
impacts to surrounding residential and commercial
neighborhoods. Since there is not expected to be a major
facility in the Portal 10 siting area, odor would not be an
issue requiring odor control/treatment.

Response to Comment 1355-3

For information on the odor prevention program and the
monitoring that will be performed on the odor control system,
please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Transportation, Comment W2-5. Additional
information about the wastewater treatment process and the
odor control technology selected is provided in Appendix 5-
A, Odor and Air Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Cottingham (116)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed, List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Your name: /Z‘: E ,ﬂ#ﬁ%ﬁ
Address: -? S¢ N /75_/J7;
Phone number. 286 =544 - Jo3 o

Response to Comment 116-1

At each step in the siting process, King County has gathered
additional information about the proposed sites, pipeline
routes, and marine outfall zones. In each subsequent step in the
process the application of policy criteria and environmental
factors led to the selection of alternatives for further
consideration. The siting constraints used in site selection are
identified in the Phase 1 materials and the results of the
analysis can be found in Appendix J of the Phase 1 materials,
Brightwater Treatment Plant Siting Process-Phase 1
Engineering and Environmental Constraint Analysis.
Additional information regarding the policy siting criteria
adopted by the King County Council by Ordinances 14043 and
14107, as well as Phase 1 and 2 siting materials, can be found
at area libraries, at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm (retrieved
June 13, 2003), or upon request by contacting the Brightwater
project at 206-684-6799, toll-free 1-888-707-8571, or via e-
mail at brightwater@metrokc.gov.

When evaluating the alternative systems, the King County
Executive determined that the Route 9 and Unocal system
alternatives better met the screening criteria for the sites. These
two systems offered significant opportunities for
intergovernmental partnerships that would benefit the
surrounding communities. They also met regional policy goals
and needs addressing efficient use of urban land, provision for
affordable and multimodal transportation options,
revitalization of land, and/or the balancing of urban land uses
with environmental protection. SEPA states that alternatives
must be reasonable and that “reasonable” is intended to limit
the number and range of alternatives. King County narrowed
the number of alternatives for consideration in the EIS in order
to avoid unnecessary cost and delay in conducting the
environmental review and in siting and constructing the
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Brightwater system. Please refer to Chapter 2 of the Final EIS for
additional discussion of this issue.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Coyle (158)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Yaur name: _._w___
Address: _@ﬁs'mm_—
EDMONDS, WA 93020

e

Phone number:

Response to Comment 158-1

There are many plants in the world that use UV light for
disinfection including:

Chambers Creek in Pierce County, Washington
Salmon Creek in Clark County, Washington
City of Wenatchee, Washington

City of Centralia, Washington

Contra Costa Sanitary District in Martinez, California
Rialto, California

Los Angeles County, California

Santa Monica, California

City of Atlanta, Georgia

Laie Water Reclamation Plant, Oahu, Hawaii
Stayton, Oregon

Wilsonville, Oregon

Dallas, Oregon

The Dalles, Oregon

West Boise, Idaho
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Crain-Thoreson (1356)

1358-1

Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1356-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,

Comment C4-8.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Croffit (159)

15%-1

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must Include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003,

Sope  Craf G

Your name:

Address: z=1006 ‘EFHA B Mo

Sew. e 199

Zab- b - 2337

Phone number:

Response to Comment 159-1

Based on the address and intersections given in the comment,
you are located near Portal Siting Area 22, which is
designated in the Final EIS as a secondary portal for the
Route 9-228th Street effluent alignment. As a secondary
portal, it is less likely that significant construction would
occur in this portal siting area, even if this effluent alignment
is selected.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Crouch (1306)

1508-1

1506-2

@ Brightwater
KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additienal information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1306-1

We have added your name to our mailing list. Please refer to
the response to The Washington Tea Party, Comment O14-
31, for a list of public involvement activities that have been
completed to date.

Response to Comment 1306-2

Thank you for your comment.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Currie (1357)

Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County 1ssued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1357-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1357-2

In response to public comments as well as additional
engineering analysis after the publication of the Draft EIS, it
has been determined that the construction of Portal 10 and the
tunnel reach between Portals 10 and 11 would be eliminated
at this time. Therefore, there will be no construction activities
along this section of Bothell Way.

Response to Comment 1357-3

For information on how King County’s new and current
regional wastewater treatment facilities are paid for, please
refer to the financial policies in King County Code Chapter
28.86.160 and Ordinance 13680, adopting the Regional
Wastewater Services Plan. These can be found on King
County’s Web site at:
http://mvww.metrokc.gov/mkcc/Code/38-Title%2028.pdf and
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/rwsp/documents/13680.pdf.

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and, therefore, are not addressed in the Brightwater
EIS. “SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
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Currie (1357)

operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process, King
County is revising the cost estimates (dated November 2002) for the
Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates will be updated at the
end of 2003 and will be available on request by contacting the
Brightwater project at brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or
toll-free 1-888-707-8571.

During the development of the Regional Wastewater Services Plan,
King County looked at a number of options, including the expansion of
our two regional facilities, a decentralized system that would require the
construction of multiple smaller full-service wastewater treatment
plants, and construction of a new regional wastewater facility. It was
determined that a new regional facility would best meet our long-term
wastewater needs.

Response to Comment 1357-4

Please refer to the response to Blumenthal, Comment 1353-1,
concerning the length of the comment period. More information on
geology, hydrogeology, surface waters, groundwater quality and
groundwater use, groundwater/surface water interaction, aquifer
protection areas, and the wellhead protection area in and near the Lake
Forest Park Water District is provided in the Final EIS. Please refer to
Chapters 4 and 6, and Appendix 6-B, Geology and Groundwater.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Dahatt (1275)
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BRIGHTWATER HEARRING, 12/3/02

[275-1

[275-2

1275-3

L coming along.

TESTIMONY OF LAURIE DAHTT

Laurie Dahtt, D-A-H-T-T, 7521 235 Street Southeast,
Woodinville.

You know, there's no doubt in my mind that
Woodinville is struggling with development. It's really
obvious. I think that's one of the reasons that this has
become such an attractive site politically. It makes a
lot of sense to put a site like this in unincorporated
Snohomish county. That's one of the things I think we

have to think about when we take a look at how are we

L going to protect what we have.

When we take a look at the way Highway 9 is backed
up right now, I would say that the draft statement does
not adequately address the fact that during five years of
construction and biosolid waste trucks coming in after
that, what's going to happen? It's not unusual to be
waiting 20 minutes in a backup between here and Redmond
to get into Woodinville. I don't think that adding more

traffic to Highway 9 is going to solve that problem. I

“don't want more construction on Highway 9.

The impact statement states that is this better than
whatever development would come along. So they're saying
there are better alternatives to whatever development is
Cbviously we're really struggling with

what our development's going to look like.

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates
423 Second Avenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-93390

Response to Comment 1275-1

Thank you for your comment.
Response to Comment 1275-2

Please refer to the response to Snohomish County
Development and Planning Services, Comment S3-164.

Response to Comment 1275-3

King County’s goal is to construct a regional facility that
enhances quality of life, not just in the region, but in the local
area where the facility is sited. King County will work
directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies
on mitigation strategies and solutions to Brightwater
construction and operational impacts.
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Dahatt (1275)
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BRIGHTWATER HEARING, 12/3/02

275-4

Finally I think I everybody has made some excellent
points. I'd like to point out the fragility of salmon
restoration areas. If Little Bear Creek were to suffer a
spill, the silt that would result would virtual smother
the eggs that are left; and all the work that's gone on,
up and down, is going to be for naught.

So that's all I have to say.

Van Pelt, Corbett & Associates :
423 Second Bvenue Extension South * Suite 21
Seattle, WA * 206-682-9339

Response to Comment 1275-4

Stormwater treatment during and after construction at the
Route 9 site is designed to prevent spills of hazardous
substances and sedimentation from reaching Little Bear
Creek. Please refer to the response to the Washington State
Department of Natural Resources, Comment W3-191, for a
discussion of stormwater management during construction,
and the response to Comment W3-196, for a discussion of
stormwater treatment during operation.
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Dailey (174)

I74-1

John M. & Joanne V. Dailey
30753 Ganado Drive
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA.

90275-6279
(310) 377-5940
11-30-2002
Environmental Plannning
King County Wastewater Treatment Division RECEQVED
King Street Center : KSC-NR-0505 b
201 Jackson Street DEC 5 z002

Seattle, WA. 98104-9972 ENVIRONMENTAL

Attention: Ron Sims PLANNING DIVISION

King Co. Executive
Dear Mr. Sims:

RE : "BRIGHTWATER"
RE: Objection to Route 9 across NE 195th St,

We thank you for all the information sent to us : "Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Summary" and the "Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement" sent on CD-ROM.

However, we can not accept the Route 9 across NE 155th Street !

Our parcel is on the NE corner of 80th Avenue ME and NE 195th
Street, and the Route 9 across NE 195 th Street, would do irreparable
harm to the value and future plans for this property, and would cause
us irreversible financial loss of value of this parcel !

Actually, NE 195th Street, stops and does not go East alongside
our parcel, although we have given an easement for other property
owners, but not for NE 195th Street !

: We must hear from you as scon as possible, and we reserve the
right to comment further as the discovery process continues !

Take care | Have a nice day and/or evening !

God Bless You & Yours & Everyone Everywhere !

1 & 1 1
i%;try}}:‘;:yﬂ_pager?ﬁL) St tE E%a a412%£
OHN M. DATLEY or JGANNE V. DAILEY, Trustees

Response to Comment 174-1

This comment seeks information about property easements
and valuation that is beyond the scope of an EIS. The EIS is
designed to present environmental information and
information relating to environmental impacts, not the legal
or contractual information associated with property rights.
For all necessary easements, King County will follow
applicable state and federal laws and King County policies
and procedures. More information on property acquisition
and relocation can be found at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov./wtd/row/acquisition.htm.
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Daily (195)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS. Response to Comment 195-1

'L ANSw = il Y51 .‘ g LFPULAMAA AU, VO LA v
hod o Qubl hoo thad a scen ove Phedinatsl Please refer to the response to The Washington Tea Party,
1951 A4 AA_A TO ST b8 LA EA Ly b A AL 4 Ly 7ALED Va4 Comment 014-31.
s ad odosiol ffectio " Hig i _J.i@. e a Response to Comment 195-2
M.{J_J ¢ 20 . .
Lustede ”é“%/m o Loino oxtlie Wastewater from a large portion of south Snohomish County

has been flowing to King County for treatment for nearly 40
years. It is estimated that in 2010 63 percent of the
wastewater treated at Brightwater will come from Snohomish
County. Population and employment forecasts in north King

Qﬁx}\.ﬂ,a;zd /QM&J&}!C{J"M

= Comments must include your name and address and .
P N Llornia, must be postearked no later than January 6, 2003. County and south Snohomish County and how those
— ;Da ' Ao M forecasts are used to calculate wastewater flows are discussed

HA, Chapter 2 and Appendix 2-A, Population and Flow Analysis,
of the Final EIS.

Address:

Phone number: (é-g)
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

Dalby (196)

196-1

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still

have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must inciude your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Response to Comment 196-1

The Brightwater Treatment Plant would provide primary
treatment and enhanced secondary treatment of wastewater
prior to discharge to the Puget Sound. Advanced (tertiary)
treatment of a portion of the effluent for Class A reclaimed
water that would be used for non-drinking water uses such as
irrigation, industrial cooling, and industrial process water
would be provided.

The proposed treatment system involves a membrane
bioreactor (MBR) process that would produce extremely high
quality effluent, with typical biochemical oxygen demand
(after 5 days) and total suspended solids averaging
approximately 2 mg/L and ammonia nitrogen typically below
1 mg/L. This would reduce the annual discharge of pollutants
by 75 percent or more when compared to a conventional
activated sludge process. Additional information on the
proposed treatment plant processes can be found in Appendix
3-A, Project Description: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.

Bypass of the treatment process and discharge of untreated
wastewater would only occur if there was a power outage at
the influent pump station and the redundant power supply
sources (second electrical feed and onsite power generation)
failed. Under this unlikely scenario, there would be a time
delay of approximately 6 hours before the bypass would
occur as the existing storage and the entire influent
conveyance system from North Creek (Portal 14) to the
bypass location would be filled. The time delay could be
sufficient to energize the influent pumps before a bypass was
to occur. A bypass would be expected to occur only under
catastrophic conditions when all three power sources fail for
a prolonged period of time, which would be approximately
once every 100 years for Phase 1 (2010-2039) and
approximately once every 75 years for Phase 2.
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Danishek (1307)

1307-1

1307-2

Brightwater

Iﬂnnuwnhr THEJA'IMEHT SYSTEM

Draft.Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21, 2003.
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Name:

STEVE TAN)SHEW
Address: Ub2b NE |T4+H TLACE

City, Zip: LAE Foretr PH'P—K.', %IS‘;-

Response to Comment 1307-1

Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment 1307-2

Based on the address given, both the preferred Route 9-195th
Street and the non-preferred Route 9-228th Street
Alternatives would have no impact, because the tunnel reach
from Portal 10 to Portal 11 would no longer be considered.

Brightwater Final EIS 1711



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS Danishek (1307)

This page intentionally left blank.

Brightwater Final EIS 1712



Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS

D’Arcy (E5)

@ DBrightwater

KingCounty TREATMEMNT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Wastewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002, The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed eomments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively. The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be poslmarked no Iater than January 21%, 2003,
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Response to Comment E5-1

King County will work with affected communities to develop
mitigation measures for environmental impacts created by the
construction, operation, and maintenance. Long-term and
short-term impacts for wastewater facilities will be mitigated
within the communities where they are located. King
County’s goal will be to construct regional wastewater
facilities that enhance the quality of life in the region and in
the local community and that are not detrimental to the
quality of life in their vicinity. Once a final decision is made
on the location for the Brightwater System, King County will
work with local jurisdictions to determine mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts to ensure that there are no significant
adverse environmental impacts to the community.

Increases or decreases in business revenues, tax revenues,
and property values are not environmental impacts, and are
not addressed in the EIS. Before construction begins, King
County will work with local jurisdictions to gain permits and
will work to address concerns associated with the
construction and operation of Brightwater facilities.

Response to Comment E5-2

While it is never feasible for any project to “guarantee”
against damage from unpredictable events such as large
earthquakes, a number of measures would be incorporated
into the facility design, and into operational procedures, to
greatly minimize the risk of leaks or spills during a seismic
event. Please refer to Chapter 9 of the Final EIS for a
discussion of emergency response planning, and to Chapter 4
of the Final EIS for a discussion of responses to seismic
events.
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D’Arcy (E5)

Response to Comment E5-3

For information on the odor prevention program and the monitoring that
will be performed on the odor control system, please refer to the
response to the Washington State Department of Transportation,
Comment W2-5. Additional information about the wastewater treatment
process and the odor control technology selected is provided in
Appendix 5-A, Odor and Air Quality: Treatment Plant, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment E5-4

A majority of the scientific investigations completed for marine outfall
siting were focused on evaluating the potential impacts of the proposed
outfall on the biological resources of Puget Sound and the people who
frequent the shorelines. Eliminating or significantly reducing the
possibility that people may become sick or aquatic life may be harmed
as a result of the new outfall has been the primary consideration of the
outfall siting study. King County has identified what will be discharged
from the outfall (effluent characterization reports), the dilution and
transport of the effluent within the Sound (oceanographic modeling and
plume modeling), and the potential pathways for contact with the
discharge (biological investigations and human use survey). All of these
studies increase the confidence in the determination that the outfall and
effluent constituents are not expected to be harmful to people and
aquatic life.

Response to Comment E5-5

Thank you for your comment.
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Day (122)
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Response to Comment 122-1

| King County’s goal is to construct a regional facility that

enhances quality of life, not just in the region, but in the local
area where the facility is sited. King County will work
directly with affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on
mitigation strategies and solutions to Brightwater

| construction and operational impacts. Mitigation measures

| can help the area preserve its existing character and avoid

| unchecked commercial and industrial development on the site
| that would not enhance the community. Please refer to

| Chapter 3 of the Final EIS for updated project description and
| comparison of alternatives and the response to the City of

| Shoreline, Comment C6-5, for additional information

| regarding mitigation suggestions.

Response to Comment 122-2

Please refer to the response to Comment 122-1 in this letter.
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De Young (1131)

COMMENT CARD:

Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1131-1

Please refer to Chapter 3 and Appendices 3-A, Project
Description: Treatment Plant, and 3-B, Project Description:
Conveyance, of the Final EIS for updated information on the
treatment plant and conveyance route alternatives.

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS.
“SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.

Response to Comment 1131-2

At each step in the siting process, King County has gathered
additional information about the proposed sites, pipeline
routes, and marine outfall zones. In each subsequent step in
the process, the application of policy criteria and
environmental factors led to the selection of alternatives for
further consideration. The siting constraints used in site
selection are identified in the Phase 1 materials and the
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De Young (1131)

results of the analysis can be found in Appendix J of the Phase 1
materials, Brightwater Treatment Plant Siting Process-Phase 1
Engineering and Environmental Constraint Analysis. Additional
information regarding the policy siting criteria adopted by the King
County Council by Ordinances 14043 and 14107, as well as Phase 1 and
2 Siting Selection materials, can be found at area libraries, at
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/brightwater/library.htm (retrieved June 13,
2003), or upon request by contacting the Brightwater project at 206-
684-6799, toll-free 1-888-707-8571, or via e-mail at
brightwater@metrokc.gov.
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Delinganis (136)

I38-1

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If po ible. please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 136-1

Thank you for your comment.
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Denushi (1201)

1201-1

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
have about the project. If possible, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Comments must include your name and address and
must be postmarked no later than January 6, 2003.

Yeour name: N\ﬂﬂﬂ' ‘DQ.HJ&L\\ ; PE.

Address: 6513 NE LAl S.-\—-

Keanue, We G8DLY

Phane number; {‘”'Sj 486-7%8 3%

Response to Comment 1201-1

Please refer to Chapter 3 and Appendices 3-A, Project
Description: Treatment Plant, and 3-B, Project Description:
Conveyance, of the Final EIS for updated information on the
treatment plant and conveyance route alternatives.

Cost and economic impacts are not topics analyzed under
SEPA and therefore are not addressed in the Brightwater EIS.
“SEPA contemplates that the general welfare, social,
economic and other requirements and essential considerations
of state policy will be taken into account in weighing and
balancing alternatives and in making final decisions. The EIS
is not required to evaluate and document all of the possible
effects and considerations of a decision or to contain the
balancing judgments that must ultimately be made by the
decision makers” (WAC 197-11-448(1)).

However, once a final decision is made on the location for
the Brightwater System, King County will work directly with
affected jurisdictions and permitting agencies on mitigation
strategies and solutions to Brightwater construction and
operational impacts. As part of the overall decision process,
King County is revising the cost estimates (dated November
2002) for the Brightwater alternatives. The revised estimates
will be updated at the end of 2003 and will be available on
request by contacting the Brightwater project at
brightwater@metrokc.gov, or 206-684-6799, or toll-free 1-
888-707-8571.
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Derment (137)

COMMENT CARD:
Please tell us whether additional information or analysis of impacts is needed. List any questions you still
e abn%pm]e:t If po;slble, please reference page numbers or sections of the Draft EIS.
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Response to Comment 137-1

Thank you for your comment.
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DeRoche (1358)

1358-1

1358-2

1358-3

1358-4

Brightwater

KingCounty TREATMENT SYSTEM

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form

King County issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Brightwater Regional
Waslewater Treatment System, effective November 6, 2002. The Draft EIS analyzes the environmental
impacts of siting, building, and operating the Brightwater system. Members of the public are invited to
review and comment on the Draft EIS. Please tell us whether additional information or analysis needs to
be considered. All comments are welcome, but detailed comments on the analysis allow us to respond
more effectively, The King County Wastewater Treatment Division will respond to comments in a Final
EIS, which is scheduled for publication in mid-2003.

To be considered in the Final EIS, comments must include a name and address
and be postmarked no later than January 21%, 2003.
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Response to Comment 1358-1

Please refer to the response to the City of Lake Forest Park,
Comment C4-8.

Response to Comment 1358-2

As part of the refinement of the project, Portal 10 has been
eliminated from the Route 9 System project description and
has been classified as a secondary portal for the Unocal
System project description. As such, it is unlikely that
significant construction activities would take place within the
Portal 10 siting area. If the secondary portal site were
required to support Unocal conveyance construction
activities, site screening has identified specific parcels in
areas that would minimize impacts to local residents and
business as much as possible.

Response to Comment 1358-3

A traffic plan addressing mitigation measures would be
prepared for all agencies affected by construction and is
included as a mitigation measure in the Final EIS. This plan
would include time-of-day restrictions, necessary
improvements to the roadway network, types of closures,
pedestrian and bicycle detours, traffic routing/circulation
management, and traffic control measures for safety on the
affected roadways, including SR-104. These measures would
be finalized by King County and would be coordinated with
affected agencies during permitting. The traffic management
plan (TMP) would include a plan for monitoring and
restoration of streets to pre-existing conditions, access for
emergency services, and safe access for pedestrians and
bicyclists, and would direct the movement of employees,
equipment, and materials to reduce impacts along project
traffic corridors. Final plan approval would be coordinated
with the affected local agency. All roadways and non-
motorized facilities impacted by the development of the
Brightwater project would be restored to pre-existing or
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DeRoche (1358)

better conditions. King County would work with each local jurisdiction
to determine the method that would be used to inventory street
conditions prior to construction and to determine the level of
improvements for restoration during the permitting process. Additional
detailed analyses of construction traffic related to specific portal
locations have been included and construction traffic routes and traffic
impacts have been identified in Chapter 16 and Appendix 16-B,
Transportation Impact: Plant Sites and Conveyance, of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment 1358-4

The 244th Street SW (King/Snohomish County line) location was
identified and evaluated as part of the conveyance alignment screening
process. The western segment of the proposed Route 9 effluent corridor
does fol